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and promote the growth of the sections of the | 
country Where these grants are made. Its adop- 
tion will discourage speculations in the public | 
lands, and promote the reciprocal interests of | 
those engaged in the construction of railroads, | 
and the actual settlers of the country on the line | 
of those improvements. 
The bill was referred to the Committee on | 
Public Lands. 
POST ROAD BILL. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
by Mr. CuLtom, their Clerk, announced that the 
had passed a bill (H. R. No. 568) to establish 
certain post routes. f 

Mr. YULEE. I ask that the bill just received | 
frontthe House may be read twice, with a view 
to reference. - . 

The bill was read twice by its title. 

Mr. YULEE. I will take this occasion to say | 
that the Post Office Committee will meet to-mor- 
row morning, and act on this bill; so that, if Sen- 
ators have memorials or resolutions in regard to 

ost routes to be referred to the committee, they | 
fad better present them at once. I move that 
the bill be referred to the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
| 


NEW MEXICAN INDIAN DEPREDATIONS. 
Mr. SEBASTIAN asked, and by unanimous | 


consent obtained, leave to bring in a joint resolu- 
tion (S. R. No. 41) in relation to Indian depre- 
dations in New Mexico; which was read the first 
time, and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. This resolution was adopt- | 
ed by the Senate as an amendment to the Indian 
appropriation bill, but has been disagreed to by | 
the House. 
at the request of the Delegate from New Mexico; | 
and | hope the Senate will consider and pass it | 
at once. 

The joint resolution was read the second time, | 
and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
It proposes to require the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior to cause an investigation to be made of the 
claims that may have been presented for 9 a 
dations by Indians in the Territory of New Mex- 
ico, and report them to Congress at the next | 
session, enumerating 
within the provision of the intercourse act. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate 
without amendment, ordered to be engrossed for | 
a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PATAPSCO RIVER. 


Mr. PRATT. I desire to give notice that I | 
shall to-morrow ask a vote on the bill making an | 
appropriation for the improvement of the Pataps- | 
co river, which has been recently vetoed by the | 
President. To-morrow morning, before one | 
o’clock, I shall ask for a vote upon that subject. | 


RHODES AND AUSTILL. - 


Mr. YULEE. I am directed by the Committee | 
on Claims to report back a bill from the Court of 


Claims for the relief of Thomas Rhodes and Jer- || 


emiah Austill. As this bill will have to go to the 
House, I ask that it be considered now. The 
Senate committee have reported fifteen times in | 
favor of it, and the court unanimously recommend 
it. I ask for its consideration now. 

The bill was read twice, and considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

It proposes to direct the payment to Rhodes & | 
Austill of $4,000 in full for their expenses in- 
curred in making a road from Mobile, Alabama, 
to Pascagoula bay, for the transportation of the 
mails in 1828, 

Mr. HALE. Is there a report in that case? 

Mr. YULEE. The bill is from the Court of 
Claims. 

Mr. HALE. Let the report beread. It isan 
old affair. 

The Secretary read the report. 

Mr. HALE, I desire to know whether we 
have passed any other bills from the Court of 
Ulaims at this session ? 
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I present it as a separate measure, || 


articularly such as come || 








SATURDAY, AUGUST 16, 1856. 





| Mr, BRODHEAD. 
considerable number. 
Mr. HALE. 
bill. I vote for it for the reasons assigned by the 
committee, but 1 do not admit that the Court of 
Claims govern my votes. 
Mr. STUART. I should like to have a ques- 
tion connected with this subject explained by the 
committee. As I understand the matter, a bid 
| was made to carry the mail over a certain route, 
| provided $4,000 should be appropriated to im- 
prove the road, and that bid was accepted. Upon 
| that state of the case, the Court of Claims have 
| decided that the United States are bound to pay 

the $4,000. Now, if any Senator knows of any 
authority on the part of the Postmaster General 
to.receive proposals for carrying the mails, 
coupled with a condition that he shgll make the 


will inform me where that authority comes from. 

I should be ver glad to hear some explanation. 
Mr. YULEE. Icanstate,ina very few words, 

| the facts in reference to this matter. 


| visable by the Postmaster General, a contract was 


|The Postmaster General subsequently thought 
that, although the contractors had been author- 


ized to make the road, there was no ee to | 


pay them for it, and the matter was referre¢ 
Congress. 


to 


got through. j 
Claims, who have reported favorably. 
McLean, who was then Postmaster General, 
wrote a letter stating that the claim was equita- 
| legislation. The Court of Claims, upon exam- 
ination, decided the parties should not receive the 


| $8,000, but must be limited to $4,000, the sum 
| they named in their proposals. 


thority to make a road. 
states. 


we see presented. Notwithstanding the condition 
of the general appropriation bills, they cannot 
be considered; but we take up private claims and 
| debate them. They can be considered when the 
general 4 riation bills cannot. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour for 
the special order has arrived, and it must be taken 
up, unless otherwise directed by the Senate. 


IOWA SENATORSHIP—ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. HUNTER. I submit a motion to post- 
pone the special order, and take up the civil 
| appropriation bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The special 
order is the case of the lowa contested senatorial 
election. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
poned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a ques- 
tion of privilege relating to the right to the seat 
of the Senator from lowa on this floor, and 
| was yesterday made the special order for twelve 
o’clock Sane’ 

Mr. PUGH. [ask the Chair what question there 





is before the Senate? A petition was presented 

to us, and a motion made yesterday to refer it toa 
| committee. Then Iunderstood the Senator from 
‘| Iowa to say he wished to send some papers 'to 
|| the committee with it; and I do not see that there 
| is any question before the Senate, except to re- 
ceive the papers. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is a ques- 
| tion on the reference of the papers on the files of 
the Senate to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
1 


| 
| 





Mr. HUNTER. If there was anything here 
affecting the rights of the Senator from lowa, I 
|| certainly would not interpose; but I understand 
|| there is nothing affecting his case. I do not ask 


ble, and ought to be paid, but to pay it required | 


| 
| 
| $8,000, although there was full proof it cost them | 


The court decide | 
that the resolution of Congress involved the au- || 
We have not time to go | 
| into the particulars, but that is what the court | 


Plenty of them—a very || even that we shall decide on the reference. I 


I do not want to discuss this || 


if 





highways over which to carry them, I trust he | 


Under a | 
resolution of Congress, which authorized a cer- | 
tain route to be adopted, if it were deemed ad- | 


The motion was agreed to. |, made which involved the opening ofaroad. The | 


I road cost $8,000, but the sum proposed was $4,000. 
} 
| 


Fifteen reports were made succes- || 
sively in favor of the payment, but the bill never | 

} It was finally sent to the Court of || 
Judge | 


Mr. HUNTER. This is the spectacle which } 





I hope it will not be post- | 


| tion. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


THE OFFICIAL PROCEEDINGS OF CONGRESS, PUBLISHED BY JOHN C. RIVES, WASHINGTON, D. ©. 


ET TS 


New Senirs....No. 134. 










move to postpone that and all prior orders for 
the purpose of taking up the appropriation bill. 
I do not see that that affects his right, because it 
| suspends the motion to refer everything in regard 
| to his case. 
| Mr. HARLAN. I insisfon my right to be 
| heard, and I shall not occupy more time than the 
Senator from Virginia yesterday. 
| Mr. CLAYTON. T hope the Senator from 
| Virginia will yield, and let the Senator from 
| lowa be heard. Undoubtedly he ought to be 
heard. The better way to get along with the 
appropriation bills is to let this matter be disposed 
of. 

Mr. HUNTER. I merely wish to have the 
sense of the Senate. If they think the Senator 
has a right to go on; and go on in preference to 

| the appropriation bills, they will say so, and I 
| shall be relieved from all responsibility. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yesterday, 
the hour of twelve to-day was fixed for the con- 
sideration of the question of the right of the 
Senator from Iowa to his seat. The Chair is 
under the impression it is a question of privilege 

| relating to his right to a seat asa member of this 
body. If the Senate think otherwise, the Chair 
will acquiesce. I understand the Senator from 
Virginia to raise the point of order, whether the 
| Senate cannot postpone this subject. 

Mr. HUNTER. Ido not know that there is 
anything to be postponed. I submitted the ques- 
tion of what business the Senate would take up. 

Mr. WELLER. As I understand it, this prop- 
osition comes up as a question of privilege; but 
it is in order to postpone that, and all other sub- 
jects which may be before the Senate, for the 
purpose of proceeding to the consideration of 
something else. The Senator from Virginia makes 
that motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will state the question, in order to take the sense 

| of the Senate: Senators in favor of postponing 
| the special order, will say ** Ay”’ 

Mr. HALE, It seems to me that, if a ques- 
tion of privilege may be postponed by a mere 
| naked majority of the Senaie, it is divested of its 
privilege altogether. A question of privileze is 
one that overrides all others. This question re- 
| lates to the right of a member to his seat. It is 
| one of privilege. It is not in the power of the 
| Senate, by a mere majority vote, to deprive a 
| Senator, when his right is questioned, of the op- 
| portunity of being heard. The very name of the 
question, being one of privilege, prevents it from 
being thus disposed of. 

Mr. HUNTER. Let us see what will be the 
effect of that doctrine. We are to adjourn on 
| Monday. - We have no previous question here; 
and if the Senate has no right to postpone this 
question, the session may be spoken out. A Sen- 
ator has nothing to do but speak from now to 
Monday, and all other business is gone. If the 
Senator from Iowa claimed to be heard before 
anything was decided in regard to his case, there 
might be something in the claim. [tis not, how- 
ever, proposed to decide, but to postpone the ques- 
It has been rostponed all the session so 
far. The question was raised originally by a pe- 
tition. It has been postponed, and the Senate can 
| postpone any question, 1 prosistas. If not, where 
| should we be ? 
| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
will state the question for the judgment of the 
Senate. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not like to interpose to 
|| interrupt the proper current of business; but I 
|| do not regard this asa question of privilege in the 
| aspect in which it now appears. In all parlia- 








} 








mentary bodies, it seems to me that the firs, thing 
| which should be done, is to inquire whether 
| there is a question about the right to the seat of 
|| a member; but that not having been decided, and 

this being a mere question of reference to acom- 
| mittee to inquire into it, and on that inquiry make 
2 report whether he is entitled or not entitled, it 

is not now a question of privilege. It will become 
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so when the committee reports whether the Sen- | 


ator is entitled to a seat or not, : 
Mr. HARLAN. Lunderstand the eee to 
be on the reference of the papers in t 
the Judiciary Committee. I have a right to ob- 
ject to bemeg tried by that committee. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
hour assigned for the special order to-day. 
the duty of the Chair to call the special order at 
the hour appointed. The Chair 
that it is not in the power of the Senate to post- 


pone the special order. A majority of the Senate | 
There | 


may postpone the question now pending. 
is no doubt about that. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
mitted, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
motion before the Senate. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
on it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HARLAN. 
a question of privilege is a question which must 
be heard, al thet it is not competent for the 
Senate to postpone it by a mere majority vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yesterday, and appointed for to-day at one 
o’clock. The Chair decides that it is in the 


That is the 


powerof the Senate to postpone the consideration | 
of the question to any time they may see proper. | 
I certainly have not the | 
slightest objection to the reference of the apemes 

owa to | 
his seat, to any other committee than the Judiciary || 


Mr BAYARD. 
of the night of the honorable Senator from 


Committee. On personal grounds I should be 
orn satisfied to have it go elsewhere, though 


cannot say much for the courtesy of the act | 
which seeks, on the part of the individual him- || 


self, without just ground, to impliedly impute to 


the members of tnat committee prejudice, or a | 
He does that when he | 


mene on to do wrong. 
seeks to withdraw from a standing committee of 


the Senate that which appropriately belongs to | 


them, and hitherto, in the course of our proceed- 


ings, has always been referred to them—the right | 
With such an objection, | 
however, I trust the Senate will appoint a select | 
I have no desire to pass judgment | 


of a member to a seat. 


committee. 
on the honorable Senator. 


Mr. HUNTER. The question is on post- | 


poning the subject. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand the question is 
on peeposann butthe honorable Senator from 
lowa claimed the right to object to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary. 


prejudice on the part of its members. 

round is taken I ask-for no proof; but so far as 
f am concerned, the moment it is raised 1 desire 
that a select committee should be appointed. 

The question being taken on the postponement, 
by yeas and nays, resulted—yeas 27, nays 18; as 
follows: 

YEAS—Mesgsrs. Allen, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Bigler, 
Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Dodge, Douglas, Evans, 
Fitzpatrick, Geyer, Houston, Hunter, 


Kentucky, Toombs, Weller, and Wright—27. 


NAYS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 


nessee, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, Durkee, Fish, Foot, 
Foster, Hale, Harlan, Jones of Lowa, Jones of Tennessee, 
Seward, Trumbull, Wade, Wilson, and Yulee—18. 


So the motion to postpone was agreed to. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Cuttom, their Clerk, 
returning to the Senate the bill entitled, ** An act 
for the relief of William H. Chase,’’ in compli- 
ance with their request. 

Also announcing the passage by the House of 
a bill (H. R. No. 301) authorizing the establish- 
ment of a military depot on Blythe Island, at 
Brunswick, on the coast of Georgia, and for 
other purposes, 


CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The Senate resumed, as in Committee of the 
Whole, the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
201) making appropriations for certain civil ex- 
penses of the Government, for the year ending 

une 30, 1857, and for other purposes. 

Mr. WELLER. I have an amendment to 
offer by the authority of the Committee on Naval 


Affairs. 
For the constru: ofa magazine for the naval 
. Oalbvornion the sum of $119,300. 


service at Mare 


Lis case to | 
This is the | 
It is | 


id not decide | 


That is the motion I sub- | 


I ask for the yeas and nays | 


I raise a point of order, that | 


It was heard | 


He has no right to object | 
to a committee, except on the ground of personal | 
If that | 





Iverson, Mason, | 
Pearce, Pugh, Sebastian, —) Stuart, Thompson of | 
V 


of the Senate consented to 


Mr. HUNTER. That was an item rejected 
by the House, and by the committee of confer- 
ence on the naval appropriation bill. I do not 

| see the use of trying it again, for the House 
rejected it, and our committee of conference gave 
it up. 

Mr. WELLER. I stated yesterday that. the 
House had stricken out this amendment from 
our Navy appropriation bill, because they had no 
estimate for it from the Department. They acted 
very properly in that respect. The committee 
of conference, in arranging the points of dis- 

ute, threw this overboard. That is true; but I 

elieve the House of Representatives, with a 
knowledge of the facts and the estimate before 
them, would not hesitate to make the appropria- 
tion. Every one will see at once the necessity of 
having a powder magazine on the Pacific coast. 
You have a nav -yard there, and have a consid- 
erable number of armed vessels now on the Pacific, 
and youare compelled to make powder magazines 
out of your vessels. It may do for two years, 
or some say three years, to keep powder on these 
vessels; but I do not think it proper to convert 

our vessels there into magazines. You must 
have a magazine there, and you may as well 
| commence it now as any other time. I have the 
estimates here, with the recommendation of the 
Navy Department, addressed to the chairman of 
the Comsnitiee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. SEWARD. I wish to say, in support of 
this amendment, that if there is any place in the 
world where we want a 


}to an enemy. I 
Navy appropriation bill for this object could not 


Mr. WELLER. 
Secretary of the Navy, which I will read: 

‘*T take the liberty of sending an estimate for a powder 
magazine atthe navy-yard in California. It was omitted in 
the original estimate, but is deemed important, as the Navy 


has no place for the deposit and safe-keeping of powder on 
that coast.’’ 


Mr. FISH. Ido not understand that the ob- 
jection of the House to this appropriation was 
the want of an estimate. 


understand, grew out of the idea, which I believe 


to be well founded, that the title of the United | 
States to the island on which the San Francisco | 


navy-yard is situated is not yet settled. There 
is a conflicting title. It was suggested yesterday 
by a leading member of the House that he was 
under the impression that the land commissioners 
had decided that claim favorably to the claimant 
and adverse to the United States. It is true an 
appeal yet lies from that decision. 
another idea presented, on which the committee 
of conference on the part of the Senate yielded: 
that there is now a powder magazine at Stig, 
It is true, that belongs to the Army; but so far as 
the immediate necessities of that coast are con- 
cerned, it will answer the purpose. Besides, very 
little can be done before the next session of Con- 
gress with this appropriation, and by that time it 
is to be presumed the question of title to the land 
will be settled. On these grounds the committee 
yield. 


Mr. WELLER. My understanding is, that | 
there is no dispute in regard to the title. ‘There | 
was a claim set up which I am now satisfied was 
a fraudulent one, although I thought it a good 


one at the time, and advised the Government to 
purchase that title for $70,000. It will be held 
under that title, or else the Government of the 
United States is the owner under the treaty with 
Mexico. That outstanding title to which the 
Senator from New York refers was purchased 
four years ago from the claimants by the Govern- 
ment of the United States. It now holds the 
bond of Mr. Aspinwall, and some others, that, 
in the event of the United States not succeedin 
in holding the property there as original propri- 
etor, or under the claim which they have trans- 
ferred, they are to refund $200,000, I believe. 
Mr, FISH. ‘That only leaves the United 
States as claimants against these parties for in- 
demnity. The appropriation is proper in itself, 
and one which we shall have to make at a future 
period; and I presume the only question is one of 
time. My object was rather to state the grounds 
' on which the committee of the Senate consented 


owder magazine, I am | 
very sure it is on the Pacific side of the continent, | 
| for that is the only place where we are exposed | 
I think our amendment to the | 


have been understood by the House of Represent- | 
|| atives or it would have been concurred in. 
I have a short note of the | 





The difficulty, as I | 


There was 








eee e from the amendment. |; 

cause a distinguished member of the me 
assured us very certainly that he wag datiss, 
there-was a claim which had been reported _ 
the commissioner adverse to the United State 


The amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. SEWARD. I beg leave to offer the ¢) 
lowing amendment as an additional section fro : 
the Committee on Commerce: aoe 

ind be it further enacted, That the Se i 
and Navy th and they. are hereby, auithorized, unger 
direction of the President of the United States, to en... 
such officers of the Army and Navy as they shajj Ploy 
consistent with the public interest, to make such exp! 
and verification of several surveys slready made of 
canal near the Isthmus of Darien, to connect the wa 
the Pacific with the Auantic by the Atrato and 7 
rivers: Provided, The expense thereof shall not 
$10,000, which are hereby appropriated therefor. 

Mr. President, this amendment is 
by the Committee on Commerce upon groung, 
stated in the memorial of the Board of Trade o 
the city of Philadelphia. They say “ that th, 
subject of constructing a ship canal near the Isth. 
mus of Darien, to connect the waters of the ,4). 
lantie and Pacific oceans, has at various times 
engaged the attention of each of the principal 
commercial nations of the world, ever since th, 
first European settlements upon the shores of this 
continent. Most of the explorations hither) 
undertaken, either by poate or private enter. 

rise, to discover a feasible route for such a cana 

ave failed of their object. For the past five years 
surveys have been in progress, under the auspices 
of Frederick M. Kelly, Esq., and other gentle. 
men of New York, which finally have resulted jp 
the location of the ee route, by Mr. Wij. 
liam Kennish, ahighly respectable engineer, who 
reports a line by which to connect the waters of 
the Pacific with the Truando river, a branch o; 
the Atrato, navigable to the Atlantic, which is, as 
he claims, entirely practicable. These survey: 
have excited much interest, both in this country 
and in Europe. The distinctive features of the 
route, according to his report, are, first, that the 
oceans can be united by canal, through an open 
cut, without locks, guard-gates, or impediments 
of any kind. Second, that while it is one hu. 
dred and twenty-five miles from ocean to ocean, 
more than one half of the distance is, by nature, 
ready for the passage of the largest class vessels. 
Third, That the remainining distance is either 
composed of bars capable of being excavated, or 
river bottoms, under water, or solid rock, with 
slight earth covering; and fourth, that excellent 
harbors exist at either terminus, requiring but 
little improvement to make them as desirable as 
any in the world. 

‘Thus it is proposed to form a thorough cut 
canal from ocean to ocean, without locks. The 
memorialists do not deem any argument neces- 
sary as to the importance of this work; the only 

uestion to be asked is, Is it practicable? This, 
they respectfully represent, it is proper for the 
United States Government to decide.’’ They 
state further, that ‘‘A private survey has been 
made, and the particulars are now before the 
public. If this had been the first, and only sur- 
vey, it would be all that is necessary; but inas- 
much as several Government surveys have failed 
in finding a feasible route, the public will require 
an official confirmation of this discovery before 
giving to it their entire confidence. The fact, 
that the last expedition sent out under the aus- 
pices of Government, failed to discover a feasible 
route, seems to make such an official recognition 
of this new route essential to its success.’ 

The memorialists pray Congress to enact a law 
authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to cause a 
suitable corps of engineers to pass over the pro- 
posed route, and ascertain its practicability, and 
to make the necessary appropriation to enable the 


ee to do so. Fa 
he expense, they believe, would be but trifling, 
commensurate with the importance of the interes's 
involved, and seem in their opinion fully to justify 
the necessary outlay. : 
The Committee on Commerce submitted this 
subject to the Secretary of the Navy, and received. 
from him this letter: 


Navy Department, August 8, 1856. 
Str: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt °! 
yours of the 6th instant, inclosing ‘‘ a memorial of the Board 
of Trade, Philadelphia, in relation to the survey of a route 
for a ship canal near the Isthmus of Darien,” and asking, 
in behalf of the Committee en Commerce, the opinion 
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ig Department as to the expediency of making the survey 
a red by the memorilists, and what legislation and appro- 

nation, if any, should be made. 
P By the memorial, it appears that they desire a law passed 
jorizing the Secretary of the Navy to cause a suitable 
aoe of engineers to pass over the proposed route, and 
jain its practicability, &c. It is, perhaps, proper to | 
at there is not attached to the Navy a corps of civil 
There is attached to the Army, and forming a | 








ascer’ 
grate, th 


neers. S . Z 
Oe of it, a corps of topographical and constructing engi- | 


jeave, therefore, to suggest the reference of the Memo- 
the War Department. , 

wg b= facilities that the Navy Department can furnish, 
consistent with the public interests, 1t will take pleasure in 
doing; and during the ensuing winter, if such a survey is 
authorized to be made, it will be happy to contribute to it 
with any vessel of the home squadron, having a due regard 
te public interests. a sei 

am, sir, very respec y, your obedient servant, 

a eo J. C. DOBBIN. 


Hon. Henry Dove, Chairman of the Committee on Com- 
merce, United States Senate. 


On this suggestion, the committee consulted 
the War Department, and this is the answer of 
the honorable Secretary of War: 


War DerarRTMENT 
WASHINGTON, August 13, 1856. 


Sir: Ihave received your letter of the 12th instant, 
transmitting a memorial of the Board of ‘Trade of Philadel- 
phia, in relation to the survey of a ship canal near the Isth- 
mus of Darien, and a copy of a Jetter from the Secretary of 
the Navy upon the subject, with a request for any sugges- 
tions [ may think proper to make thereon. 

In reply thereto, I have the honor to state, that the pro- 
ject of the memorialists being regarded by me as possessing 

eat interest to tae commercial world generally, and to the 

Tnited States especially, 1 consider it very important to 
this Government that such an examination should be made 
as will determine satisfactorily the practicability orimprac- 
ticability of the route referred to, for carrying out the objects 
proposed by the memorialists. 

As it is, however, supposed that the reference of the sub- 
ject to me was mainly Owing to the allusion, in the letter of 
the Secretary of the Navy to this Department, having under 
its control a corps of engineers, professionally qualified for 
the exploration and investigations required, [ would inform 
the committee that, if Congress should authorize the sur- 
vey, and the employment of the officers of the corps of engi- 
neers or of topographical engineers thereon, this Depart- 
ment will cheerfully designate for the purpose such officers 
as the exigencies of the service will permit to be detached 
from their regular and appropriate duties. 

[return herewith the memorial, and have the honor to 
be, very respectfully, your obedient servant, 

JEFF°N DAVIS, 
Secretary of War. 
Hon. Henry Doper, Chairman Committee on Commerce, 
United States Senate. 


This appropriation is inconsiderable. The ob- 





Secretary of the aoe, 
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and by the Secretary of || 
War. The parties only ask to have their surveys || 
verified, which have cost them some §50,000.° |, 
Mr. WELLER. I regard this amendment as || 
a very important one; because, if it skall result || 
in demonstrating the practicability of the con- 
nection of the two oceans by means of a ship || 
canal, it will be of inestimable value, not only to || 
the United States, but to the whole world. The |} 
distance, I believe, is about one hundred and thirty 
miles; and the surveys which have been made 
demonstrate the fact that it will only be necessary 
to construct a ship canal for a distance of sixty 
miles; and that it can be constructed without any 
locks or guards. I think that, if the experience 
of your own officers, on an examination of that 
country, shall demonstrate this fact, it will be of 
inestimable value to us. I trust the amendment | 
will be adopted. 
Mr. CLAYTON. * desire to express my | 
hearty concurrence in the sentiment just ex- 
pressed by the honorable Senator from Califor- | 
nia. This is indeed a work of inestimable im- | 
ee and it appears that the Secretary of the 
vavy and the Secretary of War think, in their 
judgment, such a measure ought to be adopted 
‘by Congress. The sum to be expended by Con- | 
gress is very small. ‘The importance of the ap- | 


pee will be understood when it is reflected || 


y the Senate that the people who are engaged in | 
these great enterprises of works of interoceanic | 
communication between the Atlantic and Pacific, | 
can obtain means only by the verification of the 
United States engineers. Private engineers, em- 
ay by private companies, will not be credited | 
m Europe as our own public topographical engi- | 
neers will be, if their surveys should verify the 
surveys made by the private engineers. twill 
not dwell on the importance of this subject, be- 
cause I suppose every man concurs that, if this | 
great work can be effected, it will be of more im- | 


portance to the whole civilized world than any | 
other undertaking which ever has been in fact || 








men are to have the benefit of it, that it be done 
somehow, and in some place. The committee 
thinks this is the mode and time, and the only 
ossible place. ‘*T am clearly of opinion,” the 
ecretary says, ‘that it would be advisable to 


|| increase the compensation of that class of officers 


at certain ports.”’ 
Mr. HUNTER. Does not that apply only to 
inspectors? Does itinclude weighersand gaugers? 
Mr. SEWARD. It does include them. his 
is his letter to the late chairman of the committee: 


Treasury DerarTMent, -fpril 3, 1856. 

Srr: T have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
letter of the 2d instant, in regard to an increase of compen- 
sation to the weighers and gaugers at the ports of New York 
and Boston. 

I am clearly of the opinion that it would be advisable te 
increase the compensation of that class of officers, at certain 
ports, beyond the rates proposed in the pending bill regu- 
lating the appointment and compensation of officers of the 
customs. 

I would respectfully recommend that the weighers, meas- 
urers, and gaugers at the ports of Boston, New York, Phil- 
adelphia, Baltimore, and New Orleans, should receive an 
annual compensation of not less than $1,800, nor more than 

2,000. Having increased in the proposed bill the compen- 
sation of inspectors, it is but right to increase that of weigh- 
ers, gaugers, and measurers also. 

The rate of compensation herein recommended for weigh- 
ers, gaugers, and measurers, at the ports indicated, is predi- 
cated as well upon the pecaliar qualifications required in 
such officers, and the responsibilities devolved upon them, 
as the labor to which they are subject in the discharge of 
their official duties. 

I am, very’fespectfully, your obedient servant, 

JAMES GUTHRIE, 


Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Hannrpat Hamu, 
Chairman Committee on Commerée, U. S. Senate. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. [ think this is rather 
an extraordinary mode of legislation. The bill 


|| before us is the civil appropriation bill, upon 


| which almost everything 1s tacked. The whole 
—— embraced by this amendment is provided 
| for by the bill which has been referred to by the 
| gentleman from Virginia. There is no subject 
that you could touch affecting the communit 

more than this. There are petitions on the table 





undertaken by the hand of man. 
amendment will be adopted. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. I offer an amendment from 
the Committee on Indian Affairs, to come in at 
the end of the first section: 

For the continuation of extra clerk hire in the office of 


I hope the 


ject is beyond estimate as to its importance. It | Indian Affairs, authorized by an act making appropriations 


Foor’, educated particularly for such purposes ; and | would 
| 
| 


involves the solution of all our difficulties in 
regard to the communication between the Atlan- | 
tic and Pacific oceans, and between the two con- 
tinents. The matter seems to me so plain and | 
simple that I need not detain the Senate with it. 
Mr. HUNTER. I think it desirable that the | 


Senate should ascertain some limit to the sort of | 


legislation which we shall put on this bill. This | 


might be a very good measure as an independent 
eat 
ad time to examine it. 


I presume there are very 
few Senators here who have examined it. 


In the 


little time we have left to us, it seems to me such | 
legislation as that ought not to be ingrafted on | 


this bill, I know nothing of the merits of the 
proposition, and I cannot speak of them. I have 
not had time to examine them; but I know such 
things ought to be brought up as separate meas- 
ures, and not put in appropriation bills; other- 
wise there will be no limit to the legislation of 
Congress, 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I am decidedly in favor 
of this proposition. It is a public measure, and 
hot a private measure, whick is proposed to be 
ingrafled on the appropriation bill. I can state 
the case in two orthree words. An enterprising 
private company have spent some $50,000 in as- 
certaining and surveying what they consider to 
be a practicable interoceanic communication over 
the Isthmius—a desideratum that has long been 
sought by the commercial world. It is of inesti- 


mable value. All they ask is, that Government | 
will verify the surveys a? have made in order | 


that they may proceed. They ask nothing from 
the Government. Men who engage in great en- 
terprises of this Kind ought to have this amount 
of sanction from the Government, when we have 
& corps of topographical officers, some of them 
unemployed, and officers ofthe Navy unemrloyed, 
who can do what is desired. It will cost the 
Government nothing; or, perhaps, it may cost 
$10,000 for some little extra expenses of the 
officers. The measure is recommended by the 


| 
- . | 
have not examined it; I have not | 





Se 


for the support of the Army, approved August 5, 1854, and 
the act making appropriations tor the current and contin- 


ent expenses of the Indian department, approved March | 


, 1855, $7,000. 
This is estimated for by the Seema of the 


Interior; and, although called *‘ extra cler 
is not a new subject of disbursement. 





There 


nizing the work, and this is for continuing it. It 
was omitted in the regular estimates of the Secre- 
tary of the Interior for the simple reason that the 
two former appropriations were in the Army bill, 
and he inadvertently omitted it when he made 
out his estimates. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. SEWARD. | offer the following amend- 
ment from the Committee on Commerce, as a 
new section: 

And be it further enacted, That instead of the compensa- 
tion now allowed to weighers, gaugers, and measurers at 
the ports of Boston, New York, Philadelphia, Baltimore, 
Charleston, and New Orleans, their annnal compensation 
shall be not leas than $1,809, nor more than $2,000, at the 
discretion of the Secretary of pre Treasury; and that the 
diem compensation of each’inspector at said ports shall 


allowed by law—said increased compensation to be allowed 
from and after the commencement of the fiscal year ending 
30th of June, 1856. 


Mr. HUNTER. I thought there was a sep- 
arate bill, which proposed to regulate the salar 
of all custom-house officers. Why should this 
class be taken up separately? I ask, too, whether 
it does not embrace a larger number of inspectors 
than were proposed to be embraced by the Secre- 


me that it does. 
Mr. SEWARD. This recommendation is 
made by the Committee on Commerce, on the 


. 9) 
hire,’’ || 


have been two appropriations heretofore recog- | 


four dollars per day, instead of the compensation now | 


tary of the Treasury in his scheme? It seems to | 


from officers of the customs in several other cities 
besides those named in the amendment, com- 
plaining that they do not receive a reasonable 
compensation for the discharge of the duties de- 
volved on them. I have bestowed some little at- 
tention on the bill alluded to, and I became satis- 
fied that it was almost impossible ina bill of that 
|| kind, with the lights before us, to determine the 
poet rate of compensation to all the custom- 
ouse officers throughout thecountry. The price 
of house rent, the price of board, the value of 
labor, the rates of provisions, and many other 
matters, must be considered, before deciding on 
|| such a measure. 

Now, sir, it is a matter of some surprise to me 
that nothing is said about raising the compensa- 
| tion of these officers in cities where I know the 
| prices of living, rent, labor, board, and every- 
thing else, are decidedly higher than in a number 
of those mentioned in the amendment. I will in- 
stance the city of Savannah, Georgia. Nothing 
is said about increased compensation to the weigh- 
ers and gaugers there. So of the city of Mobile, 
in my State, where the rates of board, labor, house 
' rent, and everything else, are higher than in three 
| fourths of the cities mentioned in the amendment; 
| and yet not one word is said about increasing the 

compensation of the officers there. 

Now, how can the Secretary of the Treasury— 
|| who, I take pleasure in saying, is a very vigilant 
|| officer—tell what is the proper rate of compensa- 
|| tion in all the cities of the Union? You propose 

to tack on this bill a provision for increased com- 

pensation to the officers in certain cities. I have 

never known an attempt before to place such a 
|| provision on this bill. If it be persisted in, my 
constituents, and the constituents of the Senator 
|| from Georgia, in the city of Savannah, may very 
|| properly expect an increased compensation. The 
| result will be, that you will have your table bur- 
| dened next winter with petitions asking for 

increased compensation. I believe that the pay 
should be raised in many cities. It is wholly 
|| inadequate, in my opinion; but I am decidedly 
|| op osed to this mode of partial legislation, pro- 
vi 











basis of a letter from the Treasury Department, | 
dated April 3, 1856, and was provided for ina | 





bill which the Committee on Commerce hoped to | 


ing for a few cities, and not for others. 1 can 
| undertake to speak of Savannah and Mobile. 
| The prices of provisions, labor, and house-rent 


aS 


bring before Congress in time to be passed at this || there are greater than in any other part of the 
session; but in that hope they have been disap- i] South; and yet, in places where all these are 
|| pointed. It ig very necessary and proper, if the || cheaper, you propose to increase the compensa- 
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{ 
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more entitled to the fastening care of Congress. 
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this system of legislation—not that [ am appears 


to increasing their compensation; but I thin 
should be some independent bill on the subject, 
and Senators, upon their responsibility, should 
enlighten the Senate as to what would be a fair 
and reasonable allowance. I was not aware that 


there | 


an effort was to be made to tack this amendment | 


on this bill. as 
to include Mobile; and I presume my vigilant 


If | knew of it, | should have asked | 


friend from Georgia would have proposed to | 


make additional compensation for his constituents 
in Savannah holding these offices. 1 know the 
citizens of Mobile have 
increase the pay of the ofiicers there. 
amendment will not be adopted. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


yetitioned Congress to | 
I trust the || 


I believe the increase of com- | 


pensation ought to be made, but we cannot settle | 


the question in the little time left us on this ap- 
propriation bill. 


salary of others. It involves the very question 


the Senator from Alabama has raised as to what | 


yorts ought to be included. 


It would be much | 


vetter for the Committee on Commerce to bring | 
in their separate measure, and let us not have it | 


here, for we have no time for this sort of legisla- |) in¢ building ; and { would respectfully recommend that a 


tion. 

Mr. FISH. p 
to withdraw thisamendment, The subject is one 
included in a general bill that has been reported 
by the Committee on Commerce. I had itin my 
desk; but yesterday I sent it away, under the im- 
pression that the bill would not come up. I had 
also made some notes, and had some statements 
from the Department in regard to it. This amend- 
ment, | will simply state, will add from five hun- 


dred thousand dollars to seven hundred thousand | 


I hope my colleague will consent | 


2 || these questions as they arise. 
I ask the Senate to pause before they introduce || 


The appropria- 
tions for custom-houses are pretty large already. 
I think the bill will hardly bear these additions. 


I should like, however, to have the yeas and | quired to keep the temperature sufficient} 


nays. 


Mr. ALLEN. The provision for the custom- 


house at Providence is merely to sell the old cus- 


tom-house, and purchase an addition to the lot 


| where the new house is now being put up. There 


is no appropriation of money. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. SEWARD. -Jf there is to be a question 


| on this amendment, I will state the whole amount 


It involves the question of the || 


} 
} 
| 


| 
' 
} 


dollars a year to the annual expenses of collecting | 


the revenue. I trust that in this short, hurried 
manner we shall not be forced into the considera- 
tion of a proposition of thatkind. I believe there 
should be in some places increased compensation; 
but I am not disposed to put it on this bill on the 


at this late moment of the session. 


embraced in it, for the enlargement of these cus- 
tom-houses, is $20,000. Without detaining the 
Senate with the recommendation ir the case of 


| each, I will read one—that in relation to Oswego: 


Treasury DEPARTMENT, July 15, 1856. 
Sir: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of 
your favor of the L4th instant, and the inclosed resolutions 
of the Board of Trade and Common Council of the city of 


| Oswego, New York, asking an increase in the size of the 
| building now being erected for a custom-house, post office, 
| and court-house. 


I consider the building, as now being erected, quite large 
enough, present and prospective, for the condition of the 
several departments for which it is designed. 

The appropriation was very barely sufficient to complete 


| further appropriation of $5,000 be made toinclose and grade 


| 
| 
i 


| 
| 
| 


l| 
||} amount of the amendment was so small; and, 


| with the consent of the Senate, I will withdraw 


| 
1} 


merce submitted this matter to the consideration | 


of the Senate on the ground I stated before, that, 
unless it were brought forward. now, at this time, 


and in this place, it could not be acted on at all. || 


It is a question, of course, about which I have no | 


interest or feeling. 


It is a matterin which I con- | 


cur on general yer p a in the recommendations | 


of the Secretary of the Treasury, who based his 
proposition on the ground, in the first place, that 
the expenses of living were more costly in these 
cities than in others—that the amount of duties 


required from the officers were greater, and their | 
responsibilities greater. But as it concerns, above | 
all, and more than all, this class of officers in the | 
city of New York, from which my colleague | 


directly comes, while I am from the interior of 
the State, and in his judgment it ought to be sus- 
pended, I very cheerfully, if there be no objection 
on the part of my colleague of the Committee on 
Commerce, withdraw the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor.) 
The amendment is withdrawn. ~ 

Mr. SEWARD. 


Iam instructed by the Com- | 


mittee on Commerce to offer the following amend- 
ment, to come in after the provision for court- | 


rooms at Canandaigua: 


' 
i 


For inclosing and grading the lot, constructing pavements | 


and cisterns, and introducing gas for the custom-house at 
Oswego, New York, $5,000. 


! 
| 


For inctosing and grading the grounds, completing and 


furnishing the custom-house at Barnstable, Massachusetts, 
$9,870 80. 


eustom- house at Bangor, Maine, from the middle bridge to 
the lower bridge, $5,300. 


And, the Seeretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized 
and directed to sel) the old custom-house and jot at Provi- 


| 


; . * : | 
very slight consideration the subject can receive || 


7 ; | the yeas and nays cannot be withdrawn. 
Mr. SEWARD. The Committee on ess ee y 





the lot, construct proper pavements and cisterns, and intro- 
duce gas, &e. 
Very respectfully, your obedient s ervant, 
JAMES GUTHRIE, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 


Hon. Henry Dover, Chairman Committee on Commerce, 

United States Senate. 

Now, the simple question is, whether, on the 
ground of want of time or otherwise, we shall 
make an incomplete structure, or give the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury the money he requires to 
complete it. 


Mr. HUNTER. I was not aware that the 


the call for the yeas and nays, so that I may not 
delay the bill. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The call for 
They 
have been ordered. 

The question being taken, resulted—yeas 32, 
nays 12; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of 
Tennessee, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Brown, Cass, Clay- 


| ton, Dodge, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Hale, Houston, 


James, Jones of lowa, Mallory, Mason, Pugh, Sebastian, 
Seward, Slideif, Stuart, Thomson of New Jersey, Trum- 
bull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, Wright, and Yulee—32. 
NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Biggs, Brodhead, Crit- 
tenden, Evans, Hunter, Iverson, Pratt, Reid, Thompson of 
Kentucky, and Toombs—12. 
So the amendment was adopted. 


Mr. SEWARD. I have some further amend- 
ments; but my colleague on the committee from 
Louisiana, will, with the leave of the Senate, first 
propose some amendments with which he is 
charged. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I have an amendment from 


| the Committee on Commerce, which is to increase 
| the appropriation for completing the New Orleans 


marine hospital from $86,322 10 to $151,659 20, 
and to add to the clause: 


Provided, That the Secretary of the Treasury shall be 
authorized to direct the said hospital to be built either of 
iron or of brick, and fire-proof, as in his discretion he may 
deem best adapted to the climate: 4nd provided further, 
That if said hospital be built of iron, the expenditure 
under this appropriation shall not exceed $86,322 10. 


Two years ago Congress amproprennes $248,000 
for the erection of a new marine hospital at New 


| Orleans, and inserted a proviso in the bill that no 
|| part of the money should be expended unless the 
For bridging the Kenduskeag river on each side of the | appropriation should be found sufficient for the 


| 


| the 


| his advertisements for contracts, and has reported 
dence, Rhode Island, and apply the proceeds thereof to the i] 


purchase of lands for the enlargement of the site of the || 


i 


custom-house now being constructed at that place, or to 


exchange said eustom-house and lot for land for the enlarge- | 


meat of said site, if in the opinion of said Secretary it shall 
be more advantageous. 


Mr. HUNTER. 
these appropriations ? 


j 


| in addition to the appropriation already made. 
Is there any estimate for |, On this communication of the Secretary of the 


|| completion of the entire work. The Secretary of 


reasury, under that appropriation, issued 


back to Congress that the sum is inadequate; that 
there is required for the purpose of completing 
the building, if it be made of iron, $86,322 10; or 
for a building of brick, and fire-proof, $151,659 20, 


Treasury, the House has inserted in the bill an 


Mr. SEWARD. _ All these items are based on | appropriation for $86,322 10, which is the amount 


recommendations and estimates from the Secre- 


tury of the Treasury, which are here, and can be 
read if desired. 


tion of these officers, and pass over others much | Mr. HUNTER. We have no time to debate || to be made of iron; but it has been su 


many competent persons that, in a ene ie 
| that, iron would be a very improper material for 
/a hospital; that thick walls of brick wil} be re. 
enable the patients to breathe during the ne 
| hot summers of that climate; or, in other words 
| that it will be found on examination by exper 
| that the building ought to be of brick instead of 
iron. 
| The amendment I have offered Proposes the 
larger appropriation, but leaves it to the discretion 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to have the 
building constructed of iron or of brick, as he shall 
find best adapted to the climate after examinatioy. 
and if, afterexamination, he finds thatan iron build. 
ing is as well adapted to the climate as a brick 
one, he shall build it of iron and only expend the 
smaller amount; if, on the contrary, it shall be 
found that a brick building is absolutely requisite 
to adapt a construction of that kind to the exj. 
gences of the climate, the appropriation is to be 
for a brick, instead of an iron building. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD. I regret that the Senator 
from Maryland, (Mr. Pearce,] who is, like my. 
self, a member of the Committee on Finance, jg 
not in his seat at this time. We had this item 
under consideration in the Committee on Finance 
and I incline to the opinion that we came to the 
same conclusion with the Senator from Louis. 
| jana; but l am not certain of it. The case, jf | 
recollect it, is something like this: An appropri- 
| ation was made at the last session for a marine 
hospital at New Orleans. The Secretary of the 
| Treasury advertised for proposals. He received 
| several propositions to put up this building. (ne 
was for iron—the lowest one. I utiderstood he 
desired to accept that bid, and sent a communica. 
| tion to Congress, asking for an additional appro. 
priation, so that he could accept this bid, which 
was the lowest one. He ooelk not get the build- 
ing put up for the amount of money originally 
yg oes 
r. BENJAMIN. Will the Senator from 
Pennsylvania allow me to interrupt him fora 
moment? There is a mistake of fact. I have 
the Secretary’s report in my hand. He says 
| this, after stating the fact that he had advertised 
for proposals: 

‘It is made my duty, by the proviso, to report the subject 
back to Congress, with such estimates as shall be found 

sufficient to complete the work. In compliance wih the 
proviso, I have the honor to state that the lowest bids 

| received for building the hospital of brick, (fire-proof,) and 
to secure a good foundation, exceed the appropriation 
$151,659 20.” 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I observe that the Senator 
from Maryland is now in his seat, and I ask that 
the eee amend ment may be read in his pres- 
ence. I have nothing more to say. 

The amendment was read. : 

Mr. HUNTER. This $150,000is beyond the 
estimate. The estimate for a brick building is 
$126,136. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. No, sir, thie is the exact 
estimate from the Department. The Secretary 
says: 

‘““The lowest bids received for building the hospital of 
brick, (fire proof,) and to secure a good foundation, exceed 
the appropriation $151, 659 20.” 

That is the amendment I propose. The Sec- 
retary then goes on to say that the lowest esti- 
mate for a building exclusively of iron, and the 
expense of procuring a secure foundation, ex- 
ceeds that appropriated by the sum of $86,322. 
He then says: 

“‘ Taking these bids as being as low as we probably shal! 
receive, when the building is again offered for contract, we 
shall need the following additional amounts to complete it: 

If built of brick and fire proof .......... «$151,659 0 

If built entirely Of irON......eeeeeseeeeeess 86,522 10” 

The object of this amendment is simply to give 
the discretion to the Secret to choose between 
these two modes of construction after an examin- 
ation of what is best adapted to the clin.ate. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I should like the 
Senator from Louisiana to explain why the latter 
limitation is proposed in the amendment—that, 
if the hospital be built of iron, the cost is not to 
exceed $86,322 10. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. That is all the Secretary 
says is necessary for that purpose. 

r. BELL, of Tennessee. But I understand 


| required for completing the building if it shall be |! a little more about the amendment, perhaps, than 


| determined to build it of iron. 


We are entirely 
satisfied with that appropriation if the building is 


entlemen who have spoken on this sub- 
he proposition is, that, if built exclusively 
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ee ~ ea eee - _ 
it shall cost no more than $86,322 10 more; | be enabled to make it of brick, without reference | of — discretion on that point. I thought that 
ne 


of ron, 


te such a building would not be adapted 
av t 


, the purpose in so warm a climate. I under- 
a nd his meaning to be that it shall not be built 
e jron. There are a great many things to be 
© nsidered in questions of this description which 
| shall not go into. . The Treasury | 
has a great anxiety to make an experiment to test 
the value of iron as the princi al material in all 
the public buildings; not only the hospitals in the 
South and North, but the custom-houses, court- 
rooms, and post offices. Itis supposed that, in 
the climate of New Orleans, it may be the judg- 
ment of experts on this subject, and of medical 
hoards, that a thin shell of iron alone would be 
‘oo hot; that it would not be suitable for an hos- 
pital, and would have bad ventilation. This is | 
what 1 understand the Senator from Louisiana to 


‘ic. BENJAMIN. I stated nothing of the 
kind. I said it had been suggested such might 
be the case; and therefore, the delegation from 
Louisiana desired to leave that subject to the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Treasury. That 
is where the amendment leaves it. If he desires 
to build the structure of iron, he can do so. It 
would be a handsome building if constructed of 
iron, of course. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I understand it 

rfectly well, and do not impute anything more 
to the honorable Senator than he has just said. | 
[ think, however, that, when the subject comes to | 
be investigated, it will be found that this limita- | 
tion concludes the Secretary of the Treasury; | 
that it really leaves him no discretion; that he | 
cannot build it of iron, because, in order to make it | 

















suitable to such an object as an hospital, or, per- || appropriation for an iron building to $86,000, 
haps, a custom-house, or any other public build- || and do not make any appropriation for lining it 


ing in & latitude as low as New Orleans, it would | 
be necessar 
with burnt brick or some other dry material, and | 
that is not provided for by the amendment. I think | 
such a linihg would obviate the objections which | 
are being made to the construction of iron public | 
buildings in such a climate as that of New Orleans. | 


to line the iron shell on the inside || 
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gentleman from Louisiana thinks it prob- || to iron, except in certain portions of the build- 


| desirous that the experiment shail be fairly teste 
| whether iron is re material for the construc- || 
partment || tion of public bui 


| object of this amendment—and there is no other 


| think proper. 
it 
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was the object. I did not say there was anything 
covert init. I think, now, this is not ir accord- 
| ance with the recommendation of the Secretary 
The Senator from Tennessee says he is ver of the Treasury. 
< Mr. BENJAMIN. It is in his own language. 
| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. The provision is, 
dings. I would suggest to the || that if built of brick and fire-proof it shall cost 
Senator from Tennessee, that the experiment || 80 much; and if built entirely of iron, another 
might be ‘more properly made anywhere else || sum. That does not include lining with a non- 
than in an excessively hot climate, and in a || conductor, which is spoken of in the letter that 
building intended for the reception of three hun- || has been read. 
dred or four hundred fever patients. If his ex- Mr. BENJAMIN. Certainly it does. There . 
periment should turn out to be a bad one, the || can be no building entirely of iron—simple iron 
consequence would probably be, the destruction || plates. The letter which I last read is dated 
of a great many valuable lives. We are perfectly || two days later than the former one, and explains 
willing that the Secretary of the Treasury, after || it. «That says, “‘ the estimate for the iron build- 
full examination of the facts of the case, shall | ing (that is what he calls in the other letter a 
decide whether this building shall be of brick or | building entirely of iron) is for walls composed 
iron, according to his best judgment. But the || of iron frames, faced upon their outside with iron 
plates, and the space between said plates and the 
| plastering of the rooms filled up with a proper 
| non-conducting material.’’ That is what he calls 


ing, the outer surface of the building having no 
iron. 


object, although the Senator from Tennessee 
thinks he discovers some other—is to give the || 
Secretary of the Treasury ample discretion to || a building entirely of iron. 
select the one or the other building as he may || Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
There is no covert purpose about || entirely of iron. 

| Mr. BENJAMIN. 
| gentleman pleases. 

| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I am astoniched 
| that my friend from Pennsylvania does not move 
to strike it out altogether. 

Mr. WELLER. Strike out “tiron?”’ 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Then you leave 
nothing but a building of brick. My object is 
to leave the discretion with the Secretary of the 
Treasury. 1 believe I may say, there is no proof 
| existing before the Secretary, that the experiment 
| might not be made with iron in that low latitude; 
| but he would be perfectly willing to make the 
| experiment if Congress would authorize him to 
| do so bya sufficient appropriation. I should like 


But that is not 


. Let it be amended as the 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I do not mean to 
say that there is any covert purpose, but that is 
the effect, in my opinion. 

Mr. SLIDELL. I confess I cannot see the |! 
force of the objection. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Will my friend || 
from Louisiana give way for one moment? 

Mr. SLIDELL. I will listen with pleasure to | 
my friend from Tennessee. 


r. BELL, of Tennessee. 





If you limit the 


with burnt or dry brick, you necessarily prevent 
the Secretary from erecting an iron building. 





The objection is, that an iron building would be | 
too warm for the comfort of the inmates, whether | 
they be officers of the Government in the receipt 
of customs, or patients or invalids thrown into an 
hospital like this. That objection can be obvi- 
ated in the mode I have ee It was with 
rose to inquire wh 

the peculiar language of this limitation, that, ‘*if 
built of iron,’’ the hospital shall cost no more than | 
$86,000? Why not let the larger appropriation | 
remain, and say, ‘* if built of iron and brick, or 
brick and fire-proof, it shall be $156,000??? We) 
know that jobs for furnishing brick and other | 
materials are very much desired in all localities. | 
They are contended for, and the furnishing them | 
is made a point by local contractors and jobbers. 

All I want is, to have the question fairly de- 
cided, whether iron is & proper material for pub- 





lic buildings of this description! I @o not mean 


\o preclude the proper discretion of th¢ Depart- | 


ment, or to disregard the opinion of medical au- 


thorities; but I desire that this proposition shall | 


bein a shape which will really leave a fair dis- 
cretion. I say that, in the shape in which it is 
now proposed, discretion is precluded; and under 
itiron cannot be employed at all, except for the 
shells and outer walls of the building; and that 
is already decided against. Why not say in the 
bill that the hospital may be built of iron and of 
brick fire-proof, the outer walls of iron, and an 
addition of brick, if thought expedient, for a sum 
not exceeding the additional appropriation of 
$151,659? I should like this questiun to be cate- 
ae candidly answered. 

Mr. SLIDELL. If the Senator from Ten- 
hessee will permit me, I think 1 can explain this 
amendment. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I yield the floor 
with pleasure. 

Mr. SLIDELL. The sum Senne. by the 
act of last session is much below the lowest bid 
that has been made for the erection of a marine 
hospital, constructed either of iron or of brick. 
Th tary of the Treasury has made two 
estimates, by one of which it appears that, if an 
additional sum of $86,000 be appropriated, he will 
be enabled to make a building of iron with a coat- 
ing of brick. With the sum of $150,000 he will 


| with the lining. 


| 
| 





Se 


Mr. SLIDELL. My colleague has a letter || to offer an amendment to strike out the limitation. 


from the eer of the Treasury on that very || 
e will read it, will, I think, | 


point, which, if 
satisfy the Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The Senator from Ten- | 
nessee is entirely mistaken. 
quired for finishing the building if built of iron | 
Here is a letter from the Secre- | 
tary of the Treasury which I did not read before. 
I did not suppose the matter could be miscon- 
strued. He says: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, .2geust 8, 1856. 


Srr : Inclosed please find a drawing of the proposed marine 
hospital at New Orleans. ‘I'he capacity of the proposed | 
building does not exceed the requirements of that port in 


venient arrangement of the beds, yet will admit of three 
hundred on extraordinary emergencies.) 

The foundation proposed and estimated for is to be piled, 
&c., as required for a permanent and healthy building. 

The estimate for the brick building is for one of the best 
quality, (outside faced with pressed brick,) with double 
walls, and brick arches for the floors, having the door and 
window frames, the flooring, beams, and girders, the stair- 
ways, the roof, the domes, and the porticoes of iron. 

The estimate for the iron building is for walls composed 
of iron frames, faced upon their outside with iron plates, 
and the space between said plates and the plastering of the 
rooms filled up with a proper non-conducting. material. In 
other respects, the construction to be similar to the brick 
one. 

The building, whether of brick or of iron, to be entirely 
fire-proof. 

I have the honor to be, very respectfully, 

a JAM paste teen 
ecretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. R. M. T. Honrer, 
Chairman Committee on Finance, United States Senate. 





|| Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 


|| Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. My 


I move to strike out the limitation, and that will 
allow the fair exercise of discretion. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. Let the clause be read, as 


| the Senator from Tennessee proposes to amend 
The $86,000 is re- ! it. 
| 


The Secretary read it, as follows: 

For the completion of the marine hospital, at New Or- 
leans, in addition to the appropriation heretofore made by 

| an act approved August 4, 1854, $151,659 20. 

That is exactly 

| what my colleague does not want. That pre- 

cludes the use of iron altogether. 


object is to 


|| make the appropriation $151,659, and strike out 
sickly seasons ; (viz: for two hundred persons, with a con- | both limitations. If my colleague thinks it makes 
| any difference, I will provide for leaving it to the 


| discretion of the Secretary to use one material, or 
| the other, or both, at his discretion. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The Department 


} asks. for an additional appropriation of $80,000, 
| 


provided the hospital be built of iron, or $151,000 
if it be built of brick. My colleague consents to 
the striking out of the iron part, and confines the 
Secretary to the brick, so that he can get no iron 
at all. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
such nonsense. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. That is the way 
it reads. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I leave a simple 
appropriation of $151,000; and I hope the Senator 
from Pennsylvania will add an amendment to that, 
to allow the Secretary of the Treasury to have 


I consented to no 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Whatisthe appro- || the discretion of building the hospital either with 


priation required for? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. This appropriation is for 
a brick or iron building. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. There may be no 


difference, but what strikes me is the wording of | 


this amendment, that, ** if built entirely of iron,” 
the work shall cost =y $86,000. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I used the language of the 
Secre in his communication. If the gentle- 
man will fix it in any way he pleases to preclude 
the conclusion which he fears will be drawn, I 
shall be satisfied. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I think there is no 
question, that if you limit the Secretary to a 
building “entirely of iron,’’ you exclude, of 
course, any lining of brick, or other non-conduct- 
a. That was why I said at first that 
I thought it was intended to preclude the exercise 





brick or iron, or both, at his discretion. That is 
the object I have in view—not to compel the 
Secretary to build of one or the other material, 
but to let him have the discretion of selecting it. 

Mr. SLIDELL. That is the intention. 

Mr. HALE. I desire to call the attention of 
the friends of this amendment to the fact that,"*by 
a decision of the Comptroller of the Treasury, 
if there is _ estimate putin for acertain amount, 
and you make an appropriation of that amount, 
it makes the estimate a past of the law. There- 
fore, if the estimates e a brick building be 
$150,000, and you appropriate $150,000, by a 
solemn decision of the Comptroller of the Treas- 
ury, that is a law compelling him to make it of 
brick. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is an argument clearly 
against the amendment of the Senator from Ten- 
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nessee. If T understand the amendment of the 
Senator from Louisiana, it really accomplishes all 
that the Senator from Tennessee desires. There 
js an estimate fora building of brick and another 
for iron. It is necessary to appropriate $80,000, 
if the building be made of iron, and $151,000 if 
it be made of brick; leaving the discretion to the 
Secretary of the Treasury to make it either of iron 
or brick, as he may deem best upon a full exam- 
ination. | am very anxious that he should decide 
in favor of an iron building, A number of my 
constituents have spoken to me on the subject, | 


and our people are anxious to enlarge the iron || by Congress in that year for similar edifices at 


market. [am not, however, willing to carry the 
idea so far as to overrule entirely the judgment 
of the Secretary of the Treasury, who is to have 
charge of the building. I regret, too, that it hap- 
pens this experiment is to be made in a climate 
so hot as that of New Orleans. 

Several Senators. The matter is arranged 
now. | 

Mr. BIGLER. 1 understand that the Senators 
from Tennessee and Louisiana have agreed on a 
satisfactory amendment. I ask that the clause 


Ee 








individuals, at important points within the States. 
The Committee on Commerce think it is wise 


j and right that the a of the Government 


| 
should be seen and felt in the interior of the | 
country equally with its great sea-ports. The | 
expenses are graduated on a scale which has been | 
established in the adoption of similar structures 
heretofore. For the propriety of annexing it to 
this bill, I refer to the tenth volume of the Stat- 
utes at Large, containing the laws for the year 
1854, where will be found the provisions made 


various important towns and cities throughout 
the United States. The provisions contained in 


| mutandis, from the bill of that year. With these 


be read as they propose to amend it. \| 


The Secretary read it, as follows: 

For the completion of the marine hospital at New Or- 
Jeans, in addition to the appropriation heretofore made by 
an act approved August 4, 1854, $151,659 20: Provided, 
That the Secretary of the Treasury shall be authorized to 
direct the said hospital to be built either of iron, or of brick, 
or both materials, and fire-proof, as in his judgment he may | 
deem best adapted to the climate. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SEWARD. On behalf of the Committee | 
on Commerce I offer an amendment consisting of | 
several additional sections to the bill, the effect 
of which I will state. ‘They propose an appro- 

riation of $88,000 for the building of a. court- 

ouse, custom-house, and post office, at Ports- 
mouth, inthe State of New Hampshire; $95,000 
for the erection of similar buildings at Nashville, 
in the State of Tennessee; $50,000 for the erection | 
of similar buildings at Ogdensburg, in the State 
of New York; $50,000 for the erection of similar 
structures in Georgetown, in the District of Co- 
jumbia; $83,000 for the erection of similar build- 
ings at Dubuque, in the State of Iowa; $88,000 
for the erection of similar buildings at Knoxville, 
in the State of Tennessee; $50,000 for the erec- 
tion of similar buildings at Galena, in the State 
of Illinois; $50,000 for the erection of a court- 
house and post office at Springfield, Illinois; 

19,500 for the erection of similar buildings at 

andusky, in the State of Ohio. The aggregate 
amount of all these appropriations, including the 
ten per cent. estimated upon them for contingen- 
cies, is $626,640. 

I will state, for the purpose of avoiding the 
necessity of explanation hereafter, that recom- 
mendations have been submitted to the Senate 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in favor of 
the edifices at Portsmouth, Nashville, Ogdens- 
burg, Dubuque, and Knoxville. In regard to the 
erection of a custom-house at Georgetown, the 
Committee on Commerce supposed themselves 
so well acquainted with the propriety and neces- 
sity and importance of that object, that they 
thought it proper to recommend it without con- 
sulting the Department. I have conferred with 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and am happy to say that 
he agrees, as I trust the other members of his 
committee will agree, to the propriety of this 
structure. In regard to the edifices at Springfield 
and Sandusky, the committee have been brought 
to the conclusion that those recommendations are 
right and proper, upon explanations which have 
been made to them by the honorable Senators | 
and Representatives from the States in which 
a are situated. 
_ One word more as to the prineiple, which is | 
important. The United States, as has’ beeh séén, 
ha¥e made a very large appropriation for the 
——— of erecting a custont-house and otlier 
public buildings in the city of New Orleans. A 
similar provision was passed yesterday for the | 

urchase of a site for a post office in Baltimore. 

he Government is in negotiation for the pur- 
chase of a site, at an expense of $400,000, for a 
similar edifice in the city of New York. In the 
judgment of the committee, the same policy 
which dictates‘the purchase of sites and erection 
of such structures in the cities, justifies also | 
the construction of public buildings at the cost of | 


remarks, I leave the matter with the Senate. 
Mr. FOOT. ! 
the amendment. It is to add to it: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and is hereby, 
authorized and directed to cause to be constructed at Rut- 
land and at Windsor, Vermont, suitable buildings for the 
accommodation of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States and the several offices connected therewith, 
and the post offices at said Rutland and Windsor, the cost of 
which shall not exceed the sum of $25,000 each, And that 


I have an amendment to offer to 


| the sums mentioned in the preceding section of this act as 


the cost of buildings therein authorized to be constructed, 


| together with ten per cent. thereon to cover the compensa- 





tion of architects, superintendents, advertising, and other 
contingent expenses, and so much as may be required to 
purchase suitable sites for said buildings, be, and the same 
is hereby, appropriated for the purposes aforesaid, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated: 
Provided, That no money hereby apppropriated shall be 
used or applied for the purposes mentioned until a valid 
title to the land for the sites of such buildings shall be vested 
in the United States, and until the State shall also duly 
release and relinquish to the United States the right to tax, 
or in any way assess, said sites or the property of thé 
United States that may be thereon, during the time that the 
United States shall be or remain the owner thereof. 


One word of explanation. If the policy is to 


| be pursued, as indicated in the amendment offered 


from the Committee on Commerce, of construct- 
ing public buildings in various States where they 
have not already been constructed for the accom- 
modation of the circuit and district courts of the 
United States, there is no reason why the district 
of Vermont should not Yeceive the same accom- 
modation. No public building has ever been 
constructed in tha State of Vermont for the 
accommodation of the United States circuit and 
district courts. Nota dollar has ever been paid 
to the Treasury of the United States for the rent, | 


use, or occupancy of buildings for that purpose. |) 


Your courts 


ave used the buildings belonging to 
to the State. 


The use of the court-house of the | 


county has been allowed the Federal Government | 
/ since the organization of the State government, | 


more than sixty years, free of cost to the United 
States, oftentimes to the very great inconvenience 
of our own State courts; for whenever they happen 
to run together, our own courts yield their build- 
ing and repair to some other place, or discontinue 
the term for the time being. 

If this amendment of the committee is. to be | 


| adopted, there is no reason why the same accom- | 





modation should not be extended to the district 

of Vermont, in respect to the courts of justice of 
nont,. : . / 

the United States in that, as in other States. My 

proposition asks but for a comparatively small 

appropriation for this purpose, not running into 


the sections now submitted are copied, mutatis 
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' the Government, instead of becoming lessees of |! merce. I think, and I hope, it will be 


| we put on these enormous appropriations for ; 








hundreds of thousands of dollars,as you have done 
for the erection of buildings for the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the. United States in many of the 
cities of the country. The United States courts 
are holden at two places in the State of Vermont. 
All that we ask for the erection of suitable build- 
ings at both these points is $50,000—§25,000 for 
each. We do not ask for buildings for purposes 
of ornament, but for the purpose of accommodat- 
ing the courts of the United States, and relieving 
ourselves from the necessity of giving up our own, 
court-houses for the accommodation of your 
courts. All I have to say is, that if the amend- 
ment now proposed from the Conmimittee on Com- 
merce be adopted, every reason which applies to 
the several places at which it is proposed to-erect 
court-houses applies to the district of Vermont. 
If one fails, all should fail; if one passes, all 
should pass. 

Mr. HUNTER. Mr. President, I understand, 
in the first-place, that all these custom-houses are 
not recommended by. the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury. I-believe:it is. also the fact that this is not 


@ unanimous report ef the Committee on Com- !/ which was adopted in reference to the large cities 


_ ones—I know not where this is to end; especial) 
| if they are to be put up on the principles whic) 
| seem to be indicated by the Se 


| buildings which will be adequate for the purpose, 


































































tnd vie 
; ound w 
we come to take the question on the smender” 


that there are divisions there in regard to j, If 


he 
m. 
ew 


erection of new custom-houses—not for the co 
pletion of old, but for the commencement of p 


nator from New 
York. He. says that, because §400,000—] think 


a great deal more than that—bes been appropr; 
ated for the custom-house in New York, wher 
the larger portion of the revenue is collected, w, 
ought, therefore, to distribute the advantages to 
the interior cities. As I understand, custom, 
houses are not built for the purpose of distriby;. 
ing the public money in different sections of th. 
country, but to meet the wants of commerce, 

A Senator. This is for court-housesand Post 
offices also. 

Mr. HUNTER. I understand that eyasioy 
Where a place is manifestly not entitled to , 
custom-house, they add: a court-house and pos, 
office. ‘The fact is, that we are to erect thom 
buildings for the purpose of distributing the bey. 
efits of the expenditure of money wherever thers 
is a town of considerable size. Take the case of 
Dubuque, in Iowa. There is not even a collec. 
tion district there. What necessity is there fo, 
a custom-house? Then, in regard to the courts 
I believe there are only alternate sessions of the 
United States courts at Dubuque. It is on the 
edge of the State of lowa, and probably the time 
is not distant when the courts will be removed 
from there. Nor is'there any necessity for a post 
office building there, unless we are to build houses 
at every place to which the mailiscarried. [ do 
not see why we are to build them at such places 
as Dubuque and Knoxville. 

What necessity is there for a custom-house at 
Knoxville? At the eye ports where we collect 
a great deal of revenue, | believe there is economy 
in building custom-houses of sufficient size 
transact the business; but in these interior laces, 
if there is any such business, we can easily rent 


The danger of the system is, that, if we commence 
it in this way, we shall go on appropriating large 
amounts to building houses whieh are not really 
required either as court-houses, oras post offices, 
or as. custom-houses, but merely to distribute the 
benefits of the expenditure of money among dif- 
ferent sections of the country. I believe there are 
cases where some of: these court-houses have 
been built, and no courts have been held at them. 
So it will beif we appropriate money in this way. 

I think it will turn out to be proper hereafter, 
in regard to all these new buildings, that we 
should have a separate bills for them as we have 
for light-houses. Fér all the new light-houses 
we have a separate appropriation bill; and on the 
general appropriation. bills we only put what is 
necessary to keep up the existing light-houses. 
So it ouglit to behere. I think, at least, that line 
might safelybe drawn by those who are friendly 
to the eregtion.of these buildings, Let them not 
put new buildings on. this bill, and hereafter, | 
think it will probably be practicable and proper, 
as we are going into this system so largely, to 
have a separate bill for the new buildings. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Mr. President, if these 
buildings are to be erected at the expense of the 
Federal Government, this is not the proper sys 
tem, im my opinion. The Senator from New 
York, and those who think with him, should have 
a law passed similar to the one that was 
for the cities of Philadelphia, New York, and 
Boston. The proposition submitted, by, the Sen- 
ator from New York appropriates so much money 
at each point. There is no contract, made for 
these buildings; we do not know whether one 
can.be properly made or not. ess ought to 
reserve the power of passing on that question. 
If we intend to put up buildings for the, purpose 
of accommodating the different United States 
courts and, post offices throughout the country, 
we should, authorize the of the. proper De- 
partment to enter into a contract for a suitable 
site, making «. contract. conditional, and have !t 
submitted to us, so that; we can see whether 4 
proper contract has been made, and a proper silé 
selected. It seems to me:that is the system which 
should be adopted, if any. It was the sysiem 
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why should we depart from it now? What is || other side, in my judgment—if you may build 

»» consequence of a departure from that system? custom-houses, court-houses, and post offices at 

oh come in here at every session asking for an || New York, Philadephia, Baltimore, and Rich- 
; | mond, why can you not build them at Nashville? 


jditional appropriation; butif you have the con- 
vail before yous not only for the site but for the |, Let us know what they say. 


—_— 


fr can legislate intelligently, and with a full || States depository at Nashville furnished by Jesse 
knowledge of the amount required. In this way || Thomas, Esq., (collector of the customs,) and 
you reserve Supervision ; and if there has been || forwarded to the Secretary of the Treasury, is 
~alversation—if there have been improper influ- $122,973 84 in one year. How is that money to 
ences brought to bear on the.person authorized | be kept? You have no house there; you have 


to make the contract, the parties aggrieved can be || no depositary there; and yet re require your || 


heard before Congress. It seems to me this is || officer to collect $122,000 and to be responsible for 
an insuperable objection to the scheme now pre- || its safe keeping, having to rent a little office 
ented by the Committee on Commetce, through || wherever he can get, it and ea the public money 
the Senator from New York. Ifthe system which |} in that way. This also provides for the Federal 
[ have intimated were adopted, I would yield my || court at Nashville. If I recollect aright—I ask my 
opposition, though I think that, at some of these || colleague to correct me if I am wrong—the Gov- 
oonts, buildings are not required; but, as now || ernment of the United States years ago made an 
»resented, | do not believe we ought to adopt the || appropriation pe which they agreed to pay to the 
amendment. \| corporation of Nashville or the State of Tennes- 
Mr. CLAY. As a member of the Committee || see, I am not sure which, their ratable propor- 
on Commerce, I wish merely to say that I did not || tion for the erection of a court-house in order 
ioin in this recommendation, nor do I approve it, || that the Federal court might be held init. The 
nor shall I vote for it. As has been properly || Federal Government paid her just proportion. 
suggested, there is no necessity whatever for a || Unfortunately for the Government, and particu- 
custom-house at Dubuque or at Knoxville. A || larly unfortunate for the city of Nashville and 
jight-house would be more appropriate at either || the State of Tennessee, that public building has || 
place. The idea of collecting customs at Knox- || been burnt down; and where is your court held I] 
ville, a place which cannot be reached by a steam- || now? Where do you hold the Federal court for || 
boat from the mouth of the Tennessee river, is || that division of the State of Tennessee? Wher- || 
actually absurd, There are the Muscle shoals, || ever you ean rent a room in the city. Your post || 
thirty miles in extent, interposing an insuperable || office is in the same condition. ¢ 
obstacle to the passage of any steamboat over || building for it there. 
them. There is no means of circumventing them I submit the question again, if it is just and | 
except by land, and there will never be one cent 
of customs collected there. You might just as || poses anywhere, is it not just and right you | 
well vote the money as a bounty to the State of || should build them at Nashville? There your |! 
Tennessee, or to the city of Knoxville, as talk || receipts from customs are $120,000. The Federal | 
about building a custom-house there. court sits there for the largest district of Tennes- Hi 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I am sorry to find see. There is a post office there, which distributes || 
my friend from Alabama making objection to a || mail matter through the middle division of the || 
measure in which I think his constituents have a || State equal to one half the whole State of Ten- || 
deep interest. He tells you that there are the || nessee. If there is justice in it anywhere, there || 
Muscle shoals in Tennessee river. Thatis true; |} must be justice in it there. i} 
but that Senator knows, as well as I do, that we Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator tell me what 
have been Jaboring, at an expense of hundredsof || are the receipts from customs at Knoxville? 
thousands and millions of dollars, to remove that Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not know 
very difficulty, and we have a railroad now around |} theamount. We have spent hundreds of thou- 
the Muscle shoals. I have yet to learn that cus- || sands of dollars, and Georgia, to her honor, has 
toms may not be collected off a river as weil as || come up with her millions of dollars to construct 
onariver. If you havea railroad communica- || a great national road from Savannah to Knox- 
tion, bringing trade and commerce to.a particular || ville. Why should we not have goods imported | 
point, I do not know of any constitutional con- || to Knoxville as well as to Savannah? Is there 
struction which the Senator can find which would || any reason why they should stop at the custom- | 
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er buildings, the whole subject is before you, || _ I find the statement of the receipts of the United | 


ou have no | 


j 


right that you should build houses for these pur- || 
| 
| 
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a 


i; and we have paid already, I think, al! that is 


| required for the erection of a court-house; but I 
| deem such legislation partial, because [ have no 
doubt there are other places where the district 
and circuit courts of the United States require 
— buildings, and I would not introduce a bill 
nere without embodying it in such a form as to 
give a chance for other court-houses at the same 
ume. I express to my friend from Tennessee 
| my willingness to vote for a custom-house, if the 
duties collected at any point require it — not 
otherwise. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. I wish to say a very 
few words on this subjeet. I have never done 
| anything, that I know of, to entitle me to be 
| ranked among those who are here considered 
| gugrdians of the Treasury; but I am opposed to 
|| what appears to me to be unnecessary extrav- 
| agance. I have sat here and listened from time 
|| to time to appropriations which seemed to me to 
| exceed all limits of public policy and public ne- 
cessity, yielding my opinions to other gentlemen; 
| but it does seem to me that there is a degree of 
| extravagance that amounts to wastefulness in the 
appropriations now proposed, It appears to me 
|, that the object is rather to expend the public 
|| money and exhaust the Treasury, than to accom- 
modate the public by these buildings. 

In the State of Kentucky we have no house for 
the accommodation of the customs or for the ac- 
commodation of the Federal courts, except an 
unnecessary one thatis building in the city of 
Louisville fora custom-house. The Federal court 
has constantly satin rooms in a building which 
we call our State House or Capitol, where our 
Legislature meets, and where our own court of 
appeals meet. In building that house apartments 
were prepared for the Federal court, and there it 
now sits with all the accommodations necessary. 

Here eighty or ninety or one hundred thou- 
sand dollars seems to be the least sum adequate to 
the constructién of a place of justice in which 
Federal law is to be administered. Sir, I utterly 
repudiate all this. Towns and cities and public 
buildings, it seems to me, are swallowing up the 
country. This is not for the accommodation of 
the courts; it is not for the accommodation cf 
custom-houses, as expressed in these proposi- 
| tions, nor for the necessary accommodation of a 


|| post office, so much as itis to adorn and orna- 


| ment some choice and favored spots. In some 

cities you ask for not merely a Sane of public 
accommodation adequate to the purpose, but a 
public monument. That is the policy on which 
these appropriations are made. 





exclude the propriety, the necessity, the justice, |} house in Savannah? We are not quite as strong, 
of making an appropriation for the collection of || and have not received as much public patronage, 
the customsthere. But my friend from Alabama || as some other points; but I see no reason why 
seems to think we might as well build a light- || goods should not come to Knoxville from abroad | 
house at Knoxville as a custom-house! This || without stopping at Savannah. We hope to have | 
appropriation is not for a custom-house alone at || Knoxville a large importing city some day. At | 


noxville. It is for a post office and fora court- || any rate, you must make provision for the courts || 
house. That Senator will remember that the || and post office; and while you are doing that, you 


Federal court sits at Knoxville. He will remem- 
ber that Knoxville is the center and capital of 
Eastern Tennessee, that it isthe great djstributin 
office of the mail matter of East Tennessee, sat 
there is more mail mattér distributed there than Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [ do not know 
at ee ins his State. We must have |; the extent; but I hope to live to see the day when, | 
post-offices for that business. We must have || through the liberality of our Georgia brethren, 
rooms for our courts to sitin. We have already | we shall come to have a very large city at Knox- 
a custom-house officer there. I do not know the || ville. 
extent of business there, but one thing I do know: || Mr. MALLORY. My friend from Tennessee 
I hold in my hand a letter of recommendation || has it in his power to show the duties collected | 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, who we all || in the collection district in which Knoxville is | 
Tate is one of the most faithful guardians || situated, although he may not be able to show 
of the public moneys the world ever saw. He || the duties collected at Knoxville. A custom- 
ves his recommendation for the erection of a || house follows the duties, and does not precede | 
uilding in the city of Knoxville as a post office, || them. If the amount of foreign trade there de- | 
court-house, and custom-house. We have all || mands it, I presume the Senator can show the 
three of these interests there. How are you to |! fact. I shall cheerfully vote for custom-houses 
preservethem? The customs are being collected || where the national interests in the collection of | 
ere now. It is a port of delivery where cus- || duties require it; but unless that is shown I can- | 


may as well make provision for a custom-house, 
as you have made it a port of entry, and are re- 
ceiving customs duties there. 

Mr. TOOMBS. On railroad iron. 











Mr. CLAY. If the Senator will permit me to 
interrupt him, I will call his attention and that of 
the Senate to theamount. ‘The lowest sum pro- 
| posed to be appropriated is $25,000, and that is 
| for aplace in Vermont. The next is $50,000 for 
four different buildings; the next $88,000 for three 

different ones, and $95,000 for another, amount- 
ing in the aggregate to $609,000, without includ- 
ing the ten per cent, for contingencies. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I thank the gentleman. 
Mr. President, it is really amusing to those who 
are willing to turn aside from the consequences 
of such extravagance, to look at the language of 

| these bills—* for a house to be built at such a 
place for the accommodation of the customs or 
the courts, 3000, and no more’’—no more. 
What beautiful economy! Here, in the extrav- 
| agance, what an air of stringency about the pub- 
lic policy which is apparent on the face of these 
bills! ot more than $80,000 for a custom- 
house, the want of which has scarcely. been felt! 
And so far, acourt-house; which the Government 
has got along without until this time, without 
any inconvenience. All these have sprung up 
baddenty. not into necessities, but demands for 
money—money, money from the Treasury, and 
palaces for everything. You want palaces for a 
post office, palaces for a court-house, palaces for 
a custom-house. I think this is unjust to the 








toms are received, and where public moneys are || not vote for it. 
kept, where your courts are held, and where your Now, in relation to court-houses, the Com- 
post-office of distribution is. mittee on the Judiciary have twice recommended | 
Nashville is also included ip this line of appro- || the construction of a court-house for the southern | 
riations. I hold in my hand a letter of the || district of Florida. At this session of Congress | 
cretary of the Treasury, recommending the they have not done so. I haye not deemed it 
erection of a custom-house, court-house, and post || proper to place it on one of the appropriation 
office in the city of Nashville. I ask my friend pills, because I have no estimate of what the cost | 


from Virginia articularly, who is the guardian of || of that court-house will be. I only know the fices; and I do not know why yee do not provide 
u 


court-room occupied there now by the southern | 


the Treasury here, ever watchful, sometimes like i 
the Indian, eo straight that he leans over on the |} district judge is hired at the sum of $360 a year, 





whole people of the country—uncongenial to the 
spirit of the Government. There is not a court- 
house in the State in which I live, simply for the 
purpdes of a court-house, that cost $20,000. Now, 
or what purpose is this expenditure necessary? 
In order to distract inquiry, it is for the accom- 
modation of courts, custom-houses, and post of- 
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, that the steam - 


a harbor, and 


for fixing a light on your bui 
boats may see as they approac 
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make it a light-house. I do not know whether 
that would not be an admirable improvement on 
this system of public economy. f 

Sir, the art employed now in assailing the 
Treasury of the United States 1s equal in its In- 
genuity, equal in its contrivances, to all that mili- 
tury science has accomplished towards the attack 
of fortified towus. Here, for instance, you will 
not say whether you want a court-house; you 
will not venture to ask $80,000 to build a court- 
house, and say you will have no more, That 
will not do. That is a simple inquiry. The 
plainest man who can make no calculation has 
seen a court-house, and knows what that is, and 
in his own mind can make some kind of rough, 
perhaps erroneous, guess of what the cost of a 
court-house is. But all thatis avoided; all spci- 
fication is got rid of; » generous sort of obscurity | 
is thrown over the whole matter. Oh, no! that 
is the object, but it is foracustom-house! When | 
you get that in, you throw nine tenths of the 
prom of this country entirely out of their calcu- 
ation; they hardly know what a custom-house is. 
it may require a marble palace for a collector to 
be invested with official authority and dignity to 
collect the gold of the country, and for a sub- | 
treasury there; that cannot be so well estimated. 

sut still further to confound and complicate the | 
calculation, you throw in a post office, and pres- | 
ently it may be a light-house on the top of it; and | 
thus, who is to know and who is to judge? All| 
the consolation offered to the people who do not 

understand this thing, is the very economical re- 

striction that comes in at the foot of this appro- 

priation, and says no more shall be expended; 

there shall be no increase; not more that $90,000 

shall be expended out of the public Treasury for 

this court-house; and if you think that too much 

for a court-house, remember a custom-house is | 
thrown in; and if it is still too much, recollect | 
that a post office is thrown in. You confuse the 

accountin this way and satisfy the’public of their 

ignorance about the expenditure of public money. 

Whence comes this sudden necessity? God | 
knows. If these are necessary burdens to be 

brought on us, if these are necessary impositions, 

let us take them in parcels—in broken doala. and 

not swallow down over half a million at once in 

the construction of a court-house. 

Mr. President, it is not necessary, and the past 
has proved that itis not. It may be more con- | 
venient in some places than in others, but it is 
not necessary anywhere. Everywhere through- | 
out this whole proposition there is an unnecessary | 
extravagance. I shall vote, with the conviction 
that I am performing my duty, against every one | 
of them, and I shall give that vote with pleasure | 
as to most of them. I think we can be satisfied | 
with less than this. Justice does not demand a | 
yalace. No,sir,it does not require such houses; 
and I should think a custom-house officer might | 
be contented with less than a palace, and a deputy 
postmaster might put up with an ordinary resi- | 
dence, such as the best citizens of his own city 
have. I can see no necessity for this appropri- | 
ation —no necessity for building up such costly 
establishments through the country. Iam op- 
posed to that. I thank God, thatin my State 
the United States never owned a foot of land, and 
never built a house. 
the shores of the Ohio river, a little house as a | 
military post, and she may have an hospital down | 
the river far away from us, but she has no court- | 
house, she has no armory, she has no arsenal 
there. Weare attached to herupon principle, from 
our accordance with the principles of her Union 
and Constitution. Our attachment to her is not 
because she builds fine houses; not because she 
is a great undertaker, and expends a great deal | 
of money with us. We are, thank God, free | 
from all that. 

Now I think, after having appropriated as much 
money as we have at the present session, it is 
time for us to begin to take a little consideration. 
I am sorry, sir, to differ, as my course sometimes 
renders it necessary, from the Senator from Ten- 
nessee, [Mr. Jones.] Tennessee isto me, as I. 
have said at home, a twin sister with Kentucky, 
won from the Indians about the same time, set- 
tled about the same time, lying side by side the | 
whole long length of both States, with institu- | 
tions all alike, and continual intercourse. We | 
are as one people. I hold her as such; but I | 
never knew before this dey that Knoxville was a | 
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She may have built, upon | 


| port of entry, though I believe I had heard Nash- | commenced. He says it was desi 
|| ville was. 


I know how all this came about. I 
do not know, sir, whether you [Mr. Wetxer in 
the chair] recollect it; probably you do- not. 
General Jackson, in one of his early vetoes of 
bills for internal improvements proposed to be 
made in navigable streams, made it a ground of 
objection that they were above any port of entry, 
and he seemed at one time to draw a distinction 
between the constitutionality of the improve- 
ments made below a port of entry, and those 
made above it—those below being constitutional, 
and those above unconstitutional. Well, sir, there 
the matter rested. It was not thought to be a 
very sound constitutional objection when it was 
made; but nevertheless, in a little while, turning 
it to advantage, as our ingenious people do every- 
thing, they sought to answer this argument prac- 
ticall , by getting every little town on every little 
river declared by an act of Congress to be a port of 
entry. That was the idea. Every little public 
lace came forward here, and by a sort of legis- 
fation that was then considered little less than 
ludicrous, was declared a port of entry. The 
thing was laughed at, and thought to have no 
consequences whatever. ‘* What harm can there 
be?’ it was said; ** we are in favor of internal 
improvements, and may help them along in this 
way; but if we do not accomplish that good, 
there can be no harm.’”’ So Congress was ex- 
ceedingly liberal;and from Knoxville, as it seems, 
away up to the remote regions represented by 
my friend from [owa—Dubuque—we had ports 
of entry. I am not sure that the little town in 
which f itve is not a port of entry. Whether it is 
or not, though I have lived there constantly, | 
cannot undertake to say; but it is not likely that 
it is. 

Now, sir, look at that innocent, little, ridicu- 
lous matter, as it wasin the beginning, of making 
ports of entry, and see what the consequences 
now are. There is an application to build an 
hospital in the city of my friend from Louisiana, 
which cannot cost us less than $400,000. We 
take our lessons from the great sea-port towns, 
and practice upon them as far as we'can. All 
our little extravagances come from the great 
cities. Instead of its being a fruitless, ridiculous 
sort of thing to be declared a port of entry, we 
have foliowed on and improved upon the theory. 
It was at first a legislative answer to General 
Jackson’s constitutional objection to improve- 
ments; and now how are we doing? Why, the 
argument is, this place is a port of entry; the 
Government collects revenue here; and you must 
have a custom-house. How ridiculous it would 
have been for us, we are told, to have made a port 
of entry where no foreign goods are ever landed, 
and no duties ever paid; and if there have been 
no importations there yet, there will be, and we 
must therefore build a custom-house, and be ready 
for them! And besides, sir, we must have an 
hospital—that is certain—for our poor boatmen 
and sailors, if they take sick. Here, then, isan 
hospital, and here is a custom-house, all follow- 
ing in the train of and in consequence of this 
little, ridiculous former legislation of ours rising 
up in the way I have described. I say it is time 
for us to retrace our steps. This amendment is 
giving anew and increased volume to this cur- 
rent. Iam opposed to it, and tothe whole of it. 
I am sorry that I have occupied the Senate longer 
than I designed on this question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I regret, much 
more than my friend from Kentucky, that he has 
felt it to be his duty to occupy any portion of the 
attention of the Senate on this occasion. At all 
times it is a source of regret to me to differ with 
him. His age, his experierice, his superior wis- 
dom, everything renders it painful to me in the 
extreme. I have very often deferred to the opin- 
ions of that distinguished Senator; but on this 
occasion he has placed me in a condition where 
I cannot surrender the opinions which I have ex- 

ressed. If the speech made by the honorable 
nator from Kentucky had come from my friend 
from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss,] I should not have 
been at all astonished. I should have expected 
just such a speech from him; but coming from the 

Senator from Kentucky, who has been the father 
of this system, as I understand, I feel utterly 
astounded. He has gone back twenty or thirty 
years, to tell you when thir ridiculous idea, as he 
calls it, of the establishment of ports of entry 
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| ciliate the prejudices of General Tackoon, 1 
|| my distinguished friend if, in that conciliati, 
|| he did not vote to make the moyth of the Litt’ 
Laurel a port of entry—a branch that | do - 
suppose ever had more than three feet of water, 


| which enters into the Cumberland river, in the 


State of Kentucky? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Ido not know that | 
did, and I do not know that I did not, vote for j 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I have no a. 
that the Senator did. He was fighting. Jacks ; 
then, and was for overcoming him. ” 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. 
it amounted to anything. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Then you inaugy 
rated a system which de say amounted to noth. 
ing, but has grown to be a stupendous affair now 
If there be any blame in this matter, it attaches 
to my friend, and those who acted with him gt 
that time, for they inaugurated the system of 
ports of entry. They said, by their votes, tha 
General Jackson was right, or they would never 
have consented to it. hen they have inaygy. 
rated the system, and the Government has been 
going on upon that system from that time jl] 
now—when gentlemen have become perfect} 
satisfied with their appropriations, and others 
come in and ask to be placed on an equal footing 
they say it is a monstrous system. 

My friend talked a great deal about palaces, 

marble palaces—for what? For the courts of 
justice to be held in. Well, sir, if there ought 
to be a marble palace for anything on the facs 
of the earth, it ought to be for the sanctuary of 
justice. If there is any pride in the American 
character, I should like to see that pride vindicate 
itself by building palaces for the courts of justice, 
But why talk of palaces? Nobody has asked for 
palaces here; nobody asks that these buildings 
shall be of marble; nobody asks that they shall 
be magnificent. Your chosen and selected officer 
pees over the proper Department has sent 
1is estimates here; and he says $50,000 will do 
for a house of one description, and $88,000 fora 
house of another description; and that is mag- 
nified into a palace ? 

My friend says he congratulates himself and 
Kentucky that the Federal Gevernment owns no 
land in Kentucky. He will pardon me for dif- 
fering with him on that question. It owns more 
places in Kentucky than in Tennessee, or, in m 
judgment, ‘any other southwestern State. It 
owns the land in the city of Louisville whereupon 
a custom-house has been erected—a palace. If 
I am not misinformed—and I am pretty sure that 
I am correct—it owns there a marine hospital— 
another Pe When you get down to Paducah, 
you find that it owns another spot of land, on 
which another palace has been erected. All these 
palaces have been erected by the Federal Govern- 
ment, and the money has come out of the Federal 
Treasury. Now my friend is horrified at it. He 
may well be, when Kentucky has got all she 
asked. When we have had nothing, and ask for 
a little, he-calls the country to witness that here 
is a monstrous outrage; the public Treasury is 
being exhausted to build up these edifices which 
his constituents have and we have not. 

Again, this Government owns, in the very 
heart and center of the State of Kentucky, a piece 
of ground for which it paid $100,000 not more 
than two or three years ago; and I know my 
honorable friend aided me m getting that done. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. at is that? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The military 
asylum at Harrodsburg. Here, then, in Kentucky 
you have a military asylum for which the Gov- 
ernment paid $100,000. You have at Louisville 
palace for the collection of customs. You have 
at Louisville another palace for the sick. You 
have another at Paducah. You have a fort and 
barracks at Newport. What have we got in 
Tennessee? Nothing of all this; and when we 
of Tennessee ask for the first appropriation of 
this character, my distinguished friend lifts his 
hands with horror and ‘says, ‘‘ Palaces are to be 
built out of the people’s money, in which to hold 
your courts, and distribute your mail matter, and 
collect your customs!’’ He says he did not even 
know that Knoxville was a port of entry. . 
would ask him if Knoxville is not as much enti- 
tled to be a port of entry as the mouth of Laurel, 
where I do not know that there is a human being 








I said I never thought 
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wing ? 
ene I do not suppose that anybody ever | 
ili live there. At Knogville we havea oon of 
pot where the customs have been collected, 
wnd where they-are being collected now. Then, 


» the score of equality with Kentucky, with 
hat brotherly affection which I know the honor- 
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ss I never heard of anybody that did live || ask my distinguished friend from Kentucky to go 


able Senator feels, I think he ought to waive his 
ybjections to Knoxville. 

But I want to show more about the expenditure 
in Kentucky. Here is the beginning of one of 
these palaces—and I will run it through for my 
friend’s benefit. In 1851 this provision was made: 


«“ For purchasing @ site, and commencing the erection of 
a suitable building in the city of Louisville, Kentucky, for 
cystom-house, post office, court-rooms, and other offices of 
the United States, the sum of 375,000: Provided, That the 
said building shall be exempted from city taxes, and all other 
taxes whatever, by the act of the Legislature of Kentucky: 
ind provided further, That the plan of the building shall 
be such, that the whole cost, both of the site and building, 
shall in no event exceed the appropriation herein made.” 


So much, and no more! Let us see how they | 
have carried out that enactment in good faith. | 
Here again, next year, I find: 

“For the completion of the custom-house at Louisville, | 
Kentucky, the additional sum of $16,000.” 

Remember, no more was to be appropriated; | 
but here is an addition of $16,000 to the $75,000. 
That is more than we have asked; but it does rot 
stop there. Atthe next session, they came for 
more, and then this provision was made: 

“For proceeding with the construction of the custom- 
house at Louisville, Kentucky, $87,740.’ 

Eighty-seven. thousand seven hundred and 
forty dollars is the third appropriation. Well 
may they talk of palaces; but they have not got 
through yet! Next year, this appropriation was | 
made: 
“ For completing the custom-house at Louisville, Ken- | 
tucky, $40,000.” 

Now, I should like somebody to add up these 
figures, commencing with the $75,000. 

Mr. JONES, of lowa. The Senator from 
Alabanet [Mr. Cuay] can do it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I wish my friend | 
from Alabama would cypher them up for me. 
Now, I ask if my friend from Kentucky will not | 
take back all he said about Knoxville and Nash- | 
ville? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. Nota bit of it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Very well. You | 
have gota custom-house at Louisville. It was | 
all right to make an appropriation for a building 
at Louisville. You have had upwards of $200,000 
applied for that purpose, and I do not suppose | 
you are done with it yet. I should not be sur- | 
prised if, before this Congress closes, another 
appropriation were asked for building that house | 
at Louisville to collect the customs. When has 
Louisville grown so great, that she should have | 
these appropriations, and they should be denied 
to Nashville? I will put it on the ground of col- | 
lection of customs, and I say Nashville in this 
way collects more customs than Louisville, and | 
yet she has never received a dollar for this pur- 
pose. The Federal court sits there; our customs | 
are collected there toa larger amount than at Louis- | 
ville; and she is of equal dignity in point of courts | 
and post office matter; but when we come before 
the Congress of the United States, and ask to be 
put on an equality with our sister State of Ken- | 
tucky, the distinguished Senator from Kentucky 
says he cannot agree to it. If it is wrong in one 
case, it is wrong in all. We have recognized the | 
a in very many and multiplied cases; and 

ask honorable Senators to tell me why make an | 
exception of my State, when their States enjoy | 
all the benefits of this character of appropriations. | 
Take it any sense in which you please to put it— 
on the score of population, or on the score of the 
collection of the revenue, and Nashville is as much 
entitled as Louisville, o» St. Louis, or any of your 
cities. If you put it on the score of a just distri- 
bution of the benefits and patronage of this Gov- | 
ernment, I say Kentucky has got a great deal | 
more than we have. She has two hospitals; we | 
have not one. She has acustom-house; we have | 
notone. She hasamilitary asylum; we have not | 
one. All I ask is, that we may be placed on 
something like an equality, if there be justice in 
the system. Ido not ask you to vote for it unless 

you believe it to be right; but if it is right in your 
case, I maintain that it isequally right in ours. I 


| 
i 
} 
| 
| 
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with us now. The whole amount of these appro- 
priations, including every place named in the 
amendment—it is an omnibus, 1 grant you, to 


| some extent—does not equal the sum that has 


been invested in this species of improvements in 
the State of Kentucky alone; and it embraces six 
or seven States. I have added them together, 
and all of them, in my judgment, do not exceed 
the amount that Kentucky has already received. 
Then I beg that my friend will at least hold stil! 
until we get even with him; and then he may cut 
off the idkiolods system which he tells us eal, 
of making ports of entry where there never was 
a vessel, and where probably there never can be 
one. 
Mr. CRITTENDEN. Mr. President, the 
gentleman has to some extent entirely mistaken 
the spirit and meaning of my remarks. I did not 


.| certainly intend to make any odious comparisons 


between Kentucky and Tennessee. That was 


21 


any legislation of yours. It came there by the 
selection of officers who wanted to find the most 
convenient and best place. Nobody asked for 
this. Kentucky never asked for it. All that ever 
assembled there, | believe, were some twenty o7 
thirty old soldiers; and they have taken the place 
of a great and fashionable company that every 
summer resorted there from all parts of Ken- 
tucky and the neighboring States as a watering- 
place. The people of the town and the neigh- 
borhood have all been clamorous against it, and 
they would remove it if they could. That is the 
great boon Kentucky has got! She has been made 
use of by this Government. 

Now, in regard to your hospital at Paducah. 
Let it be recollected, when you are talking about 
the number of points occupied by the United 
States in Kentucky, that Kentucky occupies, on 
the Ohio and on the Mississippi rivers, a coast of 
seven hundred long miles. Suppose you were only 
to spread that out along the hiss, making the flats 








the furthest thing in the world from my intention. | to center, running north and south from there, 


It happens a little singularly that the honorable 
Senator who sits next to me, [Mr. Jones, of 
Tennessee,] should become my opponent in this 
matter, and take upon himself the burden of this 
contest for the little that he gets. He stands, I 
believe, at the latter end of all these appropria- 
tions. There go before him column after column 
of appropriations of eighty and ninety thousand , 
dollars; but when they come down to Tennessee 
smaller appropriations are made; and yet it falls 
on him to combat forall the extravagances thatare 
elsewhere enacted—all the expenditures to be 


made in New York and overthe North. I made | 
no such comparison. 
Now, what has the gentlemandone? Hesays 


there is a port of entry at the little Laurel, and 

he thinks that is very ridiculous. He supposes | 
I voted for it. ‘That he did not know, and I do 
not know; but as I thought ita perfectly innocent 
piece of folly, and it was the fashion to make 


every place that asked for it a fort of entry, | || 


may have voted, if not for that, for propositions 
equally irrational. I am not, therefore, strenuous 
to deny what the gentleman supposes, without 
the least evidence, to be the case—that I voted 
for a portof entry at Laurel. Now, what would 
the gentleman think of me, if (a port of entry 
being entitled, as he seems to suppose, to custom- 
houses, to court-houses, and hospitals) I were to 
get up and say that, though there is not water 
enough there now, there may be at some future 
time, and therefore we must build a fine house at 
Laurel for a post office, and court-house, and 
custom-house, which shall not cost more than 
$100,000? Would not that be very ridiculous? 
What isthe fair consequence of his own argu- 
ment and his own statement of the case? It seems 
to me that it coincides exactly with the view I | 
am endeavoring to present. That some of these 
improprieties may have been proposed on the ter- 
ritory of Kentucky is not surprising. 

The Senator says Kentucky has got the mili- 
tary asylum. How has Kentucky got it? .The 
Government makes use of Kentucky as she 

leases—not that Kentucky asked for it. Did 

entucky ever ask for the establishment of a 
barracks at Newport? Never. How came they 
there? Because it was your will, and for the 
common benefit,and forthe convenience and com- 
fort of the United States and their troops. 
was the place for it. There they put it, without 
anybody’s asking for it. Now, as for the mili- 
tary asylum, how came thatin Kentucky? By 
your enactment? No, sir. A commission of cer- 
tain distinguished officers of the Army was ap- | 
pointed to locate, in different portions of the Uni- | 
ted States, asylums for your old and worn-out | 
soldiers. One of these was to be in the West. | 
Where should it be? General Scott and a board 


of officers were appointed to see where it should | 


be, and they fixed upon a because they | 
could find no better place for it. Instead of gra- | 
tifying or promoting the interests of the people | 
where it ts established, they are allin arms against 

it. My. colleague has, at this very session, made | 
an application to you to sell and be rid of it. | 
That is the great boon to Kentucky! Providence | 
did not seem to favor even that. It has been | 
lately burnt down. There is the whole history | 
of yourmilitaryasylum. The people have wanted | 
it away ever since it was there. It came there | 


That || 


and how many improvements would you have 
dispensed along the seven hundred miles? You 
have an hospital at Paducah, a place for sick sail- 
ors, away down in the southern portion of our 
State, ata point where boats lie up during the 
summer season when the river is not navigable. 
It is nota house for clerks, or judges, or custom- 
| house officers. Itis a place for the sick; it is a 
| sick-room provided for the poor sailor. Is that 
| for the benefit of Kentucky? No, sir, not at all, 
| The Ohio river is the great highway of every 
| western State, more or less; and the gentleman 
| will find in that hospital as many of his own peo- 
ple as of those of Kentucky. So will the gentle- 
men from Missouri, Indiana, and Illinois find 
their people there. It is open to all; it is not for 
Kentucky; but it is in a portion of the country 
deemed sickly, and where the boats stop to lie 
up when they cannot navigate the river. There 
| you have built an hospital, and at Louisville you 
actually have a custom-house! [ do not know 
| what the amount of revenue collected there is. 
The gentleman says, they collect as much at 
Nashville. It is quite likely; but unless they 
| allow money to accumulate greatly, | do not sup- 
pose there ever remains, orever ought to remain, 
| more than $10,000 or $20,000 in your sub-treas- 
ury at Louisville or Nashville, even if they col- 
| lect $100,000 during the year, as the gentleman 
says they did once at Nashville. I d9 not know 
| whether they ever collected as much at Louisville. 
| | presume the customs collected there are very 
| small, The railroad iron that may have been 


|| brought in to be used in Tennessee may have run 


| 


| up the receipts at Nashville to $120,000; but the 
Secretary of the Treasury does not allow these 
little depositories to hold any considerable sum 
| of money for any length of time. I ask the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee, seriously, what he sup- 
| poses is the ordinary average amount of money 
| deposited at Nashville on Laalentiad Will he 
| say it is $40,000, or $30,000? Ifthe Government 


| has built such a costly house at Louisville, as I 


| have no doubt it has, according to his own show- 
ing, was it notunnecessary? Dol covetit? Do 


|| the people of Kentucky covet it? Have they any 


interest in having a house built there at a vastly 

| greater expense than its object and purpose re- 
| quire? No, sir; | would as soon censure it, if 
one in the State of Kentucky, as if done in the 

| State of New York or Tennessee. It is the same 
| thing to me—my objection applies to it wherever 
|done. I do not object to it on account of its 
| locality;*I object to it on principle, and on ac- 
count of its extravagance, utterly beyond any 
| demands of public policy or public interest. That 
| is the ground of my objection. I should perhape 
feel a little more personal regret if it were to be 
If it is to be done, 
in God’s name, let it be done somewhere else. 
It is not always the choice of the people them- 
selves; itis done by the Government. The ex- 
| travagance ought not to be countenanced any- 
where. We are responsible. Let us take our 
| responsibility, and if we have done wrong here- 
tofore, let it = corrected now. These buildings 
may, in some places, be necessary. A court- 
house may be necessary—a custom-louse may be 
necessary, at some points; but it is not worth 
| while, as 1 said before, to build bouses that are 
to be monuments of public taste, that are to be, 


| done on my own territory. 





without their solicitation. It came there without || in appearance and cost, palaces, A court-house 
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may be built for $10,000 perfectly adequate to all 


| 


the dignity of Pat Federal courts. It isnot the | 
house which illuminates the judge; it is not that 


which gives him dignity. The humblest house 


in which Chief Justice Marshall sat would have || 


been hallowed by his presence, Let it be hal- 


lowed by the works that are done there, and do || 
not seek to cover up or add an adventitious or || 


fictitious sort of reputation and value to what is | 
done there, or to the men who sit there. They | 
derive their digmity from a higher, better, and 
more exalted source. I would take no exception | 
to their sitting in a fine house, if the fine house | 
was there. 1 take exception to the extravagance | 
which I think is now proposed by this amend- | 
ment. With these remarks, 1 hope | may not 
feel it necessary to revert to the subject again.« 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. [havea few words | 
to say in reply to the Senator from Kentucky, 
though | am notstragg!ing for the last word. But 


= i 
for one or two remarks made by him, I should || 


not have attempted to reply at all. If he under- | 
stood me as intending to say, or intimate, that I | 
begrudged these appropriations to Kentucky, he | 


has wholly miscouceived me; on the contrary, || 


| have voted for every one of them since I have | 
been here. If there be any complaint at all, it is | 
that my friend is not as liberal and just to my | 
State as I have been to his. 1 have voted for all 
these appropriations during the last four years, | 


| 
| 


including his palace of a custom-house and his || connection he said something about having water | 


militaryasylum. I am not complaining of those | 


appropriations; I think they were right and || 


proper: I voted for them as far as I voted at all, 
vecause I believed them to be so; but the point 
which I make is, that if they were right and | 
proper for Kentucky, they are equally right and 
proper for Tennessee. My remarks before, show- | 
ing the amount of benefit that Kentucky had re- | 
ceived from the Federal Treasury, grew out of | 
the assumption of my distinguished friend—that | 
she had not received anything. In enumerating | 
the benefits ‘that Kentucky had received, I omit- | 
ted, I believe, one of greater magnitude than any. | 
J recollect, now some honorable Senator has 
called my attention to it, that ever-to-be-remem- 
bered Indian school of Kentucky. You not only 
had your palaces there, but you went in for edu- | 
cating the Indians. All that you have had in | 
Kentucky, and still you turn round now and say 
to me that Tennessee ought not to have anything. 
You will not even give us a poor Indian school, | 
which you enjoyed in Kentucky, and finally got 
tired of it, and, j believe, broke it up. 

Just in the same category my friend puts the 


militaryasylum. Hesays they are tired of it; and || 


thinks we are using Kentucky, and she is not 
responsible for it. I can tell my distinguished 


friend that [ happen to know all about that mat- || 


ter; and you, Mr. President, know it well, because 
you wanted the asylum in your State. When he 
says General Scott selected that place, I tell him | 
he is mistaken. General Scott did not select | 
Harrodsburg, but‘a spot in Ohio which he thought | 
preferable. [twas the legislation of the Congress | 
of the United States that located it in Kentucky. 
That is the way it got there—against General | 
Scott, by the legislation of the Congress of the | 
United States. The question was fought here for | 
days and weeks. 
ut the Senator says we are using Kentucky! 
If you will turn to the files, and examine the 
= inthe case of the military asylum, you | 
will find letters: from every distinguished man | 
in Kentucky asking for this location; and you | 
will find a memorial from every member of the 
a of Kentucky praying Congress for 
its location in Kentucky. And yet we are using | 
Kentucky! We are using Kentucky by her 
importunities. It was through her importuni- 
ties that the location was made there, and agaiiist 
your remonstrances, Mr. President, and against 
the remonstranees of General Scott. We had 
to override General Scott and his board of com- 
| 








missioners, and directed them to locate it in Ken- 
tueky. Wher we had done that, they cheated us 
a little; for it was intended, I think, and clearly 
specified, that it should be located at Blue Lick; 
but it was put'at Harrodsburg. After they car- 
ried it there, and broke up a fashionable water- 
ing place, the po of that city, having lost the 
patronage from that source, raised their voices 
agains} it, and -have asked us at this session to 
sell it-out. After having induced us, by their 


|| right to have a custom-house there. 


|| hospital every quarter? 


i 


it there, they got tired of it, as they did of the 
Indian school, and say, ‘‘ Take the thing, and 
sell it out.” I say to them, [ will not sell it, 


| you are tired of it, give us back our $100,000, 


| do that. There the matter has rested. 
| lately been burnt down, [ think the Senator from 
| Kentucky said, as if Providence was frowning 
| upon it. 

| 


| Mr. CRITTENDEN. No, sir. 


unless you give us back the money we paid; if | 


and then we will consider it; but we will never | 
consider it in the Military Committee until you | 
It has | 


i 





Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Well, it was burnt | 


| down, and I regret that; because it was a resting 


the old, decrepid, and worn out men of the Army, 


|| who have sunk beneath its toils and trials and 


| difficulties. If there is any one thing that ought 
| it strikes me that comes home to every one with 
| double force and with lasting impression. Ken- 
| tucky has had that asylum, and now she has got 
| tired of it. ‘That is no fault of ours. The Gov- 

according to the request of her people. 
3ut in relation to the hospitals, the Senator 


| says Kentucky has seven hundred miles of coast | 


on the Ohio and Mississippi rivers, and in that 


enough to get toa place. Have they water enough 

to get to the custom-house in Louisville? Cana 
| respectable boat get there? No. Yet it is all 
At Mem- 
nom we have more water than they have; but you 
| have never given us a custom-house, court-house, 
| post office, or hospital there. 

Mr. GEYER. You had a navy-yard. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. You tendered that | 
How much | 


navy-yard to the local authorities. 
has Tennessee? Take her border on the Missis- 


sippiriver; takethe Cumberland riverandtheTen- | 
nessee river, just as navigable as the Ohio, and | 
Then | 


we have more than seven hundred miles. 
on the ground of extent of navigation we are en- 
titled to equal consideration with Kentucky. 
The poor men who go into the hospitals, the 
Senator says, are from 
elsewhere. 
have a marine hospital at Paducah, is not one 
more necessary at Memphis, where we have an 
average of five hundred American sailors in our 
I am stating a fact; I 
know the number averages five hundred a quarter; 


| marine hospital at Paducah. 
it is right at other places. 


| pursue this subject any further. 





osition. 
— of it as applicable to any particular case. 

hey do not take Nashville, for instance, in con- 
trast with Louisville. 


| 


The difference between 


have not got ours. Now, I should like to know 
| of my honorable friend, if the proposition were 


|| here for the first time to build a custom-house at 
|| Louisville, would he vote for it with a court-house 


and post office connected with it? His predecess- 

ors did vote for it in both branches of Congress, 

I believe, unanimously; and on every occasion 

when anappropriation has been asked for it, they 

have stood up voting for it. They have come 

here to me, in my place in the Senate, and urged 
| me to stand by and sustain their appropriation, 
the whole 
I only ask to be put on 
the same footing with them. 

Mr CRITTENDEN. I object to the appro- 
priations now proposed, as a whole—to all of 
them. The gentleman treats the matter as if I 
were opposing a 
which related to’ Tennessee. I object to the w 


: a great national benefit, in whic 
them in their scope, in the total, and in the 


country was concerned. 


particular, as extravagant, and sueh as ought not 
to be countenanced. How does the gentleman 
answer me? He says there is.a custom-house at 
Louisville, as much above the public demand as, 
and costing more than, some of the houses named 
in this proposition. Suppose he establishes this 


|| place, anasylum purchased by a beneficent, a wise, | 


| and a benevolent Government, for taking care of 


to commend itself to the heart more than all others, | 


ernment paid $100,000 for it, and located it there | 


ennessee, Missouri, and | 
I admit it; but if it is necessary to | 


and we have to put them in an hospital built by | 
| the State of Tennessee. You have erected a | 
It is all right; I do | 
not complain of it; but I say, if itis right there, | 


I do not know that it is necessary for me to | 
It strikes me | 
that the amendment before us is a very fair prop- | 
Gentlemen do not argue against the | 


| us is, that they have their appropriations, and we | 
y pe P 


| 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 





rt of them only, and-that post 
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importunities, legislative and otherwise, to locate 
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fact; he then shows not only that these 
agancesare proposed, but that we have co 
extravagances Pee in amount in other Places 
and that Louisville is one of those places. Does 
that justify this appropriation? The gentleman 
has given us reason to know that there is — 
little commerce —— custom-house—that 4 
boat cannot now get to Louisville at all; and ye, 
he has shown, exultingly, that, ata cost of hun. 
dreds of thousands of dellese, & Custom-house 
has been built there, and he says that is extray. 
agant. Having established that fact, he uses it 
to justify and excuse the extravagance now pro. 
posed. That is no argument against mine, no; 
does it conflict with mine. I will as readily ac. 
knowledge any extravagance committed in Key. 
tucky, as in Tennessee, or anywhere else. Wha; 
is necessary, what is suitable, what is proper, | 
intend to vote for. I think these buildings io 
far beyond any exigencies or requirements of th» 
Government; and I am, therefore, opposed io 
their construction. There may have been greater 
enormities; but that is no reason why I should 
permit this. If every extravagance that can be 
committed is to bean argument in favor of other 
and further extravagances of the same kind, this 


€Xtray. 
MMitted 






|| Government is destined to a prodigal, unceasing ' 


increase of expenditure, until, notwithstanding 
all its wealth, your Treasury will be ruined, 


| That will be the consequence. It is by the light 


of former extravagances, by the experience of 
former excesses, that we ought to be brought to 
amendmentand improvement. The argument of 
the gentleman, fairly considered, contributes to 
maintain my proposition, and to show that there 
has been extravagance. Whether the custom. 
house at Louisville has been constructed at an 
extravagant cost or not, I know as little as any 
other gentleman. I only express my opinion 
that these appropriations are extravagant, and, 
therefore, I oppose them. 

It is unnecessary for the Senator to go into the 
history of the establishment of the military asy- 
lum. That the State of Kentucky wanted it—tha 
the State would possibly feel an interest*in hav- 
ing a house established there for the reception of 

oor meritorious soldiers, is a thing not to be 
lieved. What possible interest— what expenti- 
ture did it involve? Food and clothing for twenty 
or thirty old soldiers. That is the enormous 
tribute Mantesiiey has received, I go into no com- 
ee between Kentucky and any other State. 
consider this my whole country—all of it. | 
oppose extravagance wherever it appears, if | 
know it, as readily in my own State as in any 
other. I am opposed to the extravagance—not to 
the place where it is exercised. There is a greater 
expenditure proposed in this amendment: than 
has been heretofore made in any one year for the 
object of such appropriations, except in the largest 
cities where we long ago provided custom-houses 
at an expense of millions. Perhaps Iam nota 
proper judge of the cost of such a building; all 
this expenditure may have been necessary fora 
custom-house; but of the cost of a court-house | 
am some little judge. I see the various pretexts 
and the reasons that are heaped together to mul- 
tiply the apparent causes for the expenditure, so 
as to defeat any specific view of the necessity or 
object. If you wanta court-house say so, and 
let us build it. If you want a custom-house, say 
so, and let it be built; let it be suitable in extent 
to the public necessities, and no more. We want 
useful lone, not fine and costly edifices, such as 
these are proposed to be. That is the ground of 
my objection. 

r. BELL, of Tennessee. I do not mean to 
enter into this discussion between my colleague 
and the distinguished Senator from Kentucky; | 
leave it where my colleague has placed it; but! 
think there is a mistake in the view which has 
been presented by those who oppose this system 
on principle. I have had an examination made 
with some diligence, but I have not been able to 
ee my hands on a report made some years ago, 
which I think exists, where this whole matter 15 
placed on a very high principle. Extravagant 
ar have been made for these purposes 
in the cities,as we all know. Two or three 
millions have been appropriated in New York; 
and now we are spending two or three millions 
in New Orleans, and two or three millions 0 


Boston. 
Mr. SEWARD. And $600,000 in Charleston. 
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“Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I do not mention | 


these cities invidiously. 
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| 


at Louisville higher. It was admitted to be 


Besides the custom-| cheaper to have buildings for court-rooms and 


houses in some of these large cities, there have || post offices, as well as for custom-houses.. The 
Me - 


been appropriations for Federal court-rooms and | 
cost ofhees—I think in New York toa very large | 
amount. I would ask how much ? 


jars is recommended for a site. 


oe was whether we should not build edi- 
ces, permanent, fire-proof, and commensurate | 


|| with the supposed destinies of this country. This 
Mr. SEWARD. Four hundred thousand dol- | was admitted, in the debate to which I have al- 


|| luded, to be the true principle. We proceeded | 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. We know that will || on that idea, and did not suppose there was any || 
result in an expenditure of one or two millions || great extravagance even in appropriating $200,000 | 


of dollars. 


The Senator from Kentucky has |, fora building at Louisville. 


In time it will be || 


ainted the results of these commencements very || shown to have been a wise expenditure; for we || 
well. One of the Secretaries of the Treasury, || have — of money, and it has been expended || 


six or eight years ago, if 1 am not mistaken, took || and waste 


upon objects of less value than a cus- || 


up the subject of the erection of marine hospitals, || tom-house, court-rooms, and post office, at Louis- || 


custom-houses, and post offices, and placed it ona | ville. 


srinciple that I have not heard adverted to to-day. 
he Federal Government, we know, claims the 
monopoly of carrying letters and printed matter 


for hire, under the Constitution of this Govern- || the honorable Senator from New York. 


ment, all over the Union, and we exclude every- 
body else by heavy penalties. This isdone under 
the power to establish post offices and post roads; 
and we exercise that power very rigidly. The 
question was made whether you should not have 
ost offices to distribute your matter. Then we 
iave the Federal judicial jurisdiction of the United 
States. You will not allow oitizens of different 
States to decide their controversies by their own 





Honorable Senators will find, when they || 


| come to look into this policy, that it is based on || 
| high principle rather than otherwise. | 


ow, one word asto the amendment offered by || 
I am |) 


| not a member of the Committee on Commerce, || 


| the interior are not getting ahead of the great 
| classification by which we were regulated some 
| few yearsago. [ask the honorable Senator from || 
| New York, who moved the amendment, if they 


| 


| would come in before Knoxville; but I do not || 
tribunals as they please; but, according to the || admit that Knoxville ought not to be provided || 


limitation and extent of the power given to the \| 


Federal judiciary by the Constitution, you hold 
your courts and decide the controversies between 
citizens of one State and those of another, in the 
courts under the regulation of Congress in the 
different States. Where do you hold them? You 
must provide buildings for them as for the distri- 
bution of your letters and post office matter, and 
for the collection of customs. 


Nobody interposes an objection to the propri- || tion? 
ety of making these appropriations in our large || 


cities, and building palaces, no matter what they 
cost. You must have them if they cost one thou- 
sand dollars to the square foot. In the report to 
which I have referred, the different cities of the 
Union, according to my recollection, were classi- 
fied, according to their necessities, for custom- 
houses, post offices, Federal courts, and marine 
hospitals. An appropriation was recommended 
during that year for the first class, and the Con- 
gress of that year appropriated accordingly. I 
think that classification included all the places 
where it was supposed the Government needed 
buildings forthese purposes. Inthe early period 
of the Government we had not the means to be 





‘has ever been there—were to go to Knoxville || 
| now, he would be perfectly astonished at its | 
| growth. He would see that it has become a great || 


| 


| 
} 


| see river. 


| fifteen thousand inhabitants; I do not know what || 


| there will be astonished at its progress an 
| dustry. The gentlemen who represent that dis- | 


| ville. The Senator from Georgia says the duties 








liberal, and depended on the States to provide 
offices forus. Afterwards we paid rent for rooms 
for post offices and courts, and for the collection 
of the customs. The report of which I have 
spoken, proceeded on the principle that, as we 
are now growing wealthy, with a redundant 
Treasury, but not redundantenough to provide for 


all the Federal courts held everywhere, or for all || eight of the other cities of the Union that have | 


the distributing post offices, we should commence 
to provide buildings for these purposes. We 
have commenced. We have built what the dis- 
tinguished Senator from Kentucky chooses to 
call palaces, in the large cities. We have erected 
costly buildings at least, if not palaces. These 
were principally for the collection of the customs, 
the revenue of the Government, and connected, 
as I think they might very plausibly and reason- 
ably be, with accommodations for the Federal 
courts and post offices at the same time. Who 
can object to that? It is much more economical 
than it would be to build separate court-houses 
and separate post offices. 

We provided for the principal cities of the sea- 
board, andfor St. Louis, Cincinnati, Chieago, 
and Detroit. We, of Tennessee, thought Nash- 
ville might be put in then; but we acted on the 
recommendation of the Department, and bided 
our time, as they recommended, until the principal 
cities for the collection of revenue had been pro- 
vided for, together with the great distributi 
offices for post offices. I remember that Iwaiv 
an amendment for the establishment of marine 
hospitals, beeause I was told our time:would come, 
and the system would go on larly. The prin- 
ciple was admitted in that aveehd, that the Ped- 
eral Government ought to provide these accom- 
modations, instead o paying high rents as it is 
now compelled to do. 
have to pay high rents; in Cincinnati higher; and 


yen at Nashville you 


'| penditure of upwards of two hundred thousand 


and I do not know whether some of the towns ia || 


are not proceeding a little toorapidly? I suppose | 
that, according to the classification, Nashville || 


for. I think it should be. If the distinguished | 
Senator from Kentucky—I do not know that he | 


| 


central point by the connection of railroads; and 
there is prospect even of clearing out the Tennes- 





Mr. CRITTENDEN. What is the popula- || 


Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. I suppose it contains 


the exact number is; bat any person who a i} 
in- || 


trict and the adjoining one in the House of Rep- 


|| to come to voting. 
| strike out from the amendment offered by the 






| Government shail have its own post offices and 


court-rooms, and, wherever there is a collection 
district, (though it be at the mouth of Laurel, in 
Kentueky,) will have its own Federal officers, 
and that these wil) be so many grappling irons to 
hold us together asa permanent Union, provided 


| the system shall not be cerried to such an extent 


as to become oppressive and tyrannical. I am 
just as ready as my friend from Alabama, or the 
ot-headed Georgian, to stand to his arms when- 

ever it shall come to that. As to my friend from 
Illinois, if he will allow me to call him so— 

Mr. DOUGLAS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Pro hae vice, I will 
call him my friend. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. That will not do. [Laugh- 


r. 

Ade. BELL, of Tennessee. He has an appro- 
priation here for Springfield. I wish to know 
whether it is expedient to have such a buildin 
as is here proposed, for Springfield, Illinots ? 
think that was one of the most questionable ap- 
propriations here. | only want to hear if it is ex- 
— So in regard to the propositions of the 
10norable Senator from Vermont. I think they 
are a little in advance of their time. We have 
not reached that class yet. If we have, lam ready 
to vote for the whole. 

Mr. FOOT. We only ask a building for the 
courts. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I desire that thismatter shall 
come to some practical test. I do not suppose 
any general discussion of the a regarding 
these public constructions will be of the slightest 
service at this late day of the session. We ought 
1 shall begin by moving to 


te 


Senator from New York on behalf of the Com- 


| mittee on Commerce, Galena, Illinois. 


Mr. COLLAMER. There is a question be- 
fore the Senate on the amendment of my col- 
league to include Vermont. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Well, let us take the ques- 
tion on that. 

Mr. FOOT. I trust the question will be taken 
off my amendment to the amendment to provide 





resentatives, inform me that, during the last year, | 


about $100,000 of revenue were collected at Knox- | 
| 


are collected on railroad iragyprincipally. What | 
could be more profitable to the country than to 
collect duties on railroad iron? The very fact | 
that railroad iron gets there from abroad, is evi- 
dence of enterprise. 

I do not want to say anything in relation to the | 
argument of the honorable Senator fram Ken- 
tucky; but at Louisville there has been an ex- | 


| d@lars. I think it will, in the end, be found not | 


| 
| 








| to be extravagant, if the building is a permanent | 





have included objects which do not come within | 





one, and skillfully erected. Now, sir, Nashville 
collects a larger amount of revenue tham twenty- | 


had appropriations made for building custom- 
houses. As to Knoxville, the navigation of the | 
Tennessee river contributes to the commerce of | 
that place, and railroads now being constructed 
will make it a considerable point. As I stated on 
another occasion, Knoxville will?in less than a 
quarter of a century, be the center of one of the | 
most splendid and richly-improved regions in the 
United States. The Senator from Georgia will | 
admit that. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. 
resplendent position. 





It will bea most 
Nature could not make a. 
place richer, unless it were on some ocean fron- | 
tier where it would have the benefit of a direct 
foreign commerce. 
Iam sorry that the honorable Senator from 
New York, and the Committee on Commerce, | 


the classification recommended some four or six | 
years ago, to which I have already adverted. In 
regard to the improvements of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Vermont, if he thinks it is time they, 
should come in now, it may be well enough; bat | 
on whether the time has come for them. | 

e 





|| sible necessity can there be for-a 


ago, I waived a proposition for my || I am as anxious to give all pro 


for court-houses’ in Vermont; and then, instead 
of moving to strike out, let me suggest to the 
honorable Senator from Louisiana, the better 
course would be to havea division of the ques- 
tion, and take a separate vote on each of dees 
places. 

Mr. CLAYTON. I shall vote in favor of the 
| amendment proposed by the Senator from Ver- 
mont, because | know no reason why the appro- 
priation which he proposes should not be added 
to that of the committee for court-rooms and 


|| custom-houses and post offices in other places. 


I suppose it right and proper that provision 
sisal be made for Vermont. Moreover, that 


| amendment is recommended by the faet, that the 


appropriations, amounting to $25,000 in each 
instance, are very moderate. I shall, therefore, 
vote for that; but if the proposition comes to me 
on the whole amendment, I shatl vote against it, 
and I wish very briefly to state the reasons why 
I shall vote against it. 

I have added up the proposed appropriations, 
and I find the amount is $609,000—an erormous 
sum. In several instances $88,000 and $95,000 
are appropriated for a custom-house, post office, 
and court-house building. Now, sir, what pos- 
ropriating 
| sums of that magnitude? We have been in the 

habit of building houses of this deseription before, 
| and have not found it at all necessary to expend 
such sums as these. Fifty per cent. might be 
pared from these amounts, and then the appro- 
priations would be ample for all the proper pur- 
poses of the Government. They ought to be 
reduced. I donot say that I will not vote forany 
of these measures if they are put on a proper 
basis; but I cannot see the necessity of an appro- 
priation of $88,000, or $95,000, for a building of 
| this description at Knoxville, a town which I gpd 
contained, but two or three yeas ago, four thou- 
sand inhabitants, I will, without any difficulty, 
vote for a sufficient appropriation for Knoxville. 
r accommoda- 





State because [ had not an estimate, and it wasin || tions to Knoxville as any other piace. I can well! 


the second, or third, or, perhaps, the fourth class. 
l look forward to the time when, if this Union 
shall abide the present difficulties, and shall be 


diaced on a permanent foundation, the Federal |! one; but I cannot u 


| understand why there ought to be a court-house 

there, and if it be found cheaper not to rent a 
building, f am perfectly willing to pay for buyi 

the necessity 


I 
B) 


ea MET 


tt 


=~ 


es: 
tras. 





eiiebnentiieipreciee’ canine malta 


ee 


TET 


Rae 


2140 


2a 


appropriating this enormous sum in that case. || 
e 


W hy $25,000 would not meet all the Govern- 
meni’s wants, instead of $95,000, I cannot see 
| must have some rule to govern me, that is just 
and prover, or | cannot vote for this system. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope the amendment will 
not be adopted. These propositions have been 
before the Committee on the Judiciary; and while 
it is true that, in some few places, for special 
reasons, court-houses are necessary, and have 
been recommended, as a general system, on full 
consideration of the whole subject, the scheme | 
has been unanimously rejected by that commit- 
tee. Itis stuck in here, for no other reason than 
that given by the Senator from Kentucky, to 
carry through half a dozen places together. ‘The 
main question does notseem to be considered by 
the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones.} He 
seemed to look on it as a controversy between | 
him and the Senator from Kentucky, or a con- 
troversy whether or not ‘Tennessee or Kentucky 
had received the most public money. While I | 
admit that Knoxville, as the Senator from Ten- | 


nessee [Mr. Bex} says, is a most beautiful place || 


—it leaves nothing for fancy’s gaze—all, all is | 
loveliness—there is not the slightest reason for | 
spending the: public money there. The public | 
service does not need it. The fact of its being a | 
beautiful place does not make this appropriation 
necessary. It will not benefit the honest, hard- 
working man in the beautiful valley of the Ten- 
nessee, more than inGeorgia. [tis not necessary 
toanybody. Youdo not want a custom-house 
there. We are told a large amount of revenue | 
is collected there; but it is on railroad iron, the 
importation of which is a temporary matter there. 
The Government, for their own convenience, 
allowed the people to enter the iron at Knoxville, 
and pay duties there; but as to any foreign trade 
there paying duties, there is none, or as good as 
none. 
from the iron necessary to put down a railroad | 
now being built; but when that is finished the 
importation will cease. 

Mr. BELL, of Tennessee. Are there no bad | 
feelings and heart-burnings arising from the if 
equality of these appropriations, other places get- 
ting them to the exclusion of one section? 


Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; I have argued on || 


that point. Confine the expenditure of public | 
money to the real objects of the Government, and 

you get rid of all those heart-burnings. ‘This is | 
a — point on which there is profiigacy in | 
public expenditure—erecting building where the 

public wants do not require them. Confine them | 
to the real wants of the Government, and you get | 


rid of this system. We know that, on the Ohio || 


and Mississippi rivers, a little office of thirteen 


custom-house, 


We know another thing. I say there are hardly || 


ten cities in the United States in which the Gov- | 
ernment would have to pay one cent even for 

rooms for a post office, if the matter was properly | 
managed, 
the post office, and find a building for it, if you | 
will give them the rent of the boxes. There is | 
not one post office in a hundred where you do pay | 
rent. It is only in very large cities where you 

must have it in some central place to prevent ex- 

tortion. I believe there is but one in my State. 

Generally the merchants in country villages want | 
the post office at their stores for the little incident- | 
al benefits it confers. A man attends to it nine | 
times out of ten for the benefit of his customers. | 


Then we have another thing tacked on it here— || 


accommodations for the steamboat inspector at | 
Nashville. How big an office does he need? A | 
sentry-box placed on the river would be big | 
enough for al! his business, his books, and clerks. | 
These are all pretexts to spend large sums of | 


money, for the em ae of getting incidental and || 


local advantages. I think | benefit the people of | 
Nashville, (1 know I am as friendly to them as | 
thaSenator from Tennessee,) and do as well for | 
them as for my own State, by preventing an un- | 
necessary expenditure of the pubiic money in 
their midst, rather than anywhere else. It does | 
them no ; it does them harm. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. One word in reply | 
to my friend from Georgia. I am not willing that | 
he shall assume te be a better friend of Nashville | 
than lam. I have no doubt he is a good friend | 
to it; but if he will be as friendly to Nashville as | 
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The collection of $100,000 duties arises || 


fou will find competent men to take || 


the Government has been to Savannah, that is all 
I ask. 


have it. That is not the position | occupy. Ido 
not say, and never said, that Kentucky was not 
entitled to receive all she has got. I believe she 
is entitled to it; but I say the same arguments 


| 


He assumes that 1 have argued, because | 


Kentucky has got so much, TennesSte ought to || 


which induced the past legislation of the country | 
in making these appropriations for Kentucky, | 
apply to Tennessee; and the same arguments | 
| which led Congress to make these appropriations | 
for Georgia, ought to lead them to make them for | 


Tennessee. ‘That is what I said, and no more. 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President 
Mr. HUNTER. 


May I not appeal to the Sen- | 


ator in charge of the amendment to let us vote | 


upon it? 

Mr. SEWARD. 
tion a vote may be taken. 
that the proper way to pass the amendment was 


After a very brief explana- | 
I was going to say | 


to vote for it, and not speak on it, but it is per- | 


hgps proper and due to myself that I should say 
a word or two. The ‘argument against this 


which I deem very erroneous. 


amendment proceeds upon two grounds, each of || 
The very able, | 


ingenious, amusing, And instructive argument of | 
the learned and honorable Senator from Ken- | 
tucky, seems to proceed on the ground that this | 
is a new policy, and that it is in our power to | 


arrest it and recede. Why, sir, this is the settled 
policy of thisGovernment. It cannot be changed 
today. Although you might arrest it to-day, 
three months hence it would go on again. Only 


| 
| 
| 


a year ago the Congress of the United States | 


_ made appropriations for completing buildings of 


this character at Mobile, Alabama; Cincinnati, | 
Ohio; Louisville, Kentucky; Bangor, Maine; | 
Bath, Maine; Wilmington, Delaware; Provi- | 


dence, Rhode Island; Savannah, Georgia; New | 


Orleans, Louisiana; Charleston, South Carolina; 
Richmond, Virginia; Waldoboro, Maine; Pitts- 
_ burg, Pennsylvania; Pontotoc, Mississippi; Mari- 
etta, Ohio; San Francisco, California. It is idle 
to suppose for a moment that, when you have 
begun this system and extended its benefits and 
conveniences and advantages over so large a 


number of the States, and when it has already | 


been incorporated into the administration of the 


now recede from it. 


| 


| 
| 
| 


Government, in nearly all the States, you can | 
The honorable Senator from | 


| Kentucky has sat silent in his seat to-day, and | 


but for this amendment would have voted for the 
original bill as it came from the House of Rep- 

| resentatives; and yet it contains twenty-one dis- 
tinct appropriations for objects of the same kind 
scattered throughout the d 


Mr.CRITTENDEN. The gentleman assumes 
that I would have voted for this bill. 
| said so; I have not read the bill; and yet the 
| gentleman assumes to say that I would vote for it. 

Mr. SEWARD. I assumed it because it isa 
bill which, according to the custom of the Senate, 
is not read at all, and passes without objection. 
The honorable Senator says I misunderstood his 

urpose. Then I of course retract the observation. 
ut | myself should have voted for the bill as it 





million of dollars, for objects similar to those 
which I have proposed by my amendment. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. 
of the Committee on Commerce if the bill, as it 
comes from the House of Representatives, con- 
tains this number of propositions for originating 
buildings ? 


Mr. SEWARD. No, sir. 


| twenty-one, and to the amount of one and a half 


Mr. BENJAMIN. These are mere continua- 


tions of former appropriations, to complete build- 
| ings already authorized. 

r. SEWARD. Most of them are to complete 
buildings already commenced; but for Baltimore 
and Philadelphia the appropriations proposed in 
the bill are to purchase sites.. However, what 


ifferent States of the | 
Union; and so of every other opponent of the | 
‘| amendment. 
feet square, is sufficient for all the purposes of a || 


I have not | 


| was, if it had not been my business to examine | 
| it, as a member of the Committee on Commerce. | 
I found in it appropriations to the number of 


I will ask my colleague | 





are new custom-houses now will be old custom- | 


houses to-morrow. I intended to pursue this 
line of argument no further than to show that 
this policy was not a new one, not an innovation, 
but a settled one, from which the Government is 
|not likely to depart—from which neither the 
i House of Representatives, nor the Senate, nor 
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| the executive department, has manifeste; 


| 
| 
' 


che exe 1 any 
inclination to depart. y 


But, Mr. President, this policy is stigmatized 
as being extravagant. It is ah by some that 
| these appropriations are unnecessary —that thega 
| edifices are unnecessary; by others, that they are 
| altogether extravagant where they might be neepg. 
sary or useful. The object of these appropria- 
tions is to construct buildings that shall be fire. 
proof, and such as the Government ought to haye 
for the safety of its records and papers and treas. 
ury. Extravagance is a comparative thing. Yes. 
| terday we all agreed that it was very proper to 
be liberal, grand, munificent, magnificent in the 
erection of the Capitol of the United States; and 
yet I might have risen and objected to the appro. 
yriation then under discussion, on the ground that 
| could hire accommodations for the Senate ang 
House of Representatives, and their committees 
for less than half the interest of the money which 
the Capitol would cost. This is simply a question 


|| between town andcountry. Here, in the Federal] 


| capital, we make the drains and sewers for the 
people; we plant the trees; we light the city, [pn 
| the large cities of the sea-board, as New York, 

Baltimore, New Orleans, we appropriate millions 
for public edifices. When we get into the smaller 
cities, the capitals and principal cities of inte. 
rior States, we begin to practice economy as if 
there were no extravagance in the accommoda- 
tions which we give to the public in the great cities, 

The first appropriation asked in this amend- 
ment is for Portsmouth, the only seaport in the 
State of New Hampshire, a city in which there is 
afortandanavy-yard. The second is for Nash- 
ville, the principal town in the State of Tennessee, 
The shird is for Ogdensburg, the point of connec- 
tion between steamboats on all the lakes and the 
steam-engine on railroads with Boston and all 
the East. The next is Georgetown, the head of 
navigation on the Potomac, and the port at the 
national capital. Nobody has objected to any 
expenditure for building a court-house in the city 
of Washington on a liberal scale; but the moment 
you get across Rock creek, gnd so far into the 
suburbs, this principle of economy applies. So 
it is with the rest of these towns. Springfield is 
the capital of the State of [llinois—Galena the 
place of a large exportation of lead—Dubuque 
the point of crossing the Father of Waters for 
the great line of railroad from the Atlantic to the 
Pacific ocean. : 

With regard to the State of Vermont, what is 
asked for her is less than a quarter of what is 
appropriated in the same bill for a court-house 
in the city of Charleston. There are cities here 
which have a population equal to Charleston and 
others, for which there are a quarter of a million 
or half a million appropriations, and it is deemed 
extravagant to favor them with a tithe of these 
large sums. It would seem as if it were thought 
right to erect custom-houses, court-houses, and 
post offices on the Atlantic sea-shore, and as if 
it were a duty to suppress all public openness 
in the States lying in the valley of the Missis- 
sippi, or on the slope of the Alleghany Mount- 
ains. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Ver- 
mont to the amendment. y 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


Mr. HUNTER. Now I ask for the yeas and 
nays on the amendment as amended. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 

Senator from Louisiana move to strike out? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I will withdraw my mo- 
tion, and let the vote be taken on the entire 
amendment of the Committee on Commerce at 
once. If that be voted down, there will be no 
necessity for my motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ADAMS. I have an amendment to offer 
to the amendment: : 

Provided, That no money shall be expended under this 


act for the erection of a custom-house where the duties 
collected do not equal the expenses of collection. 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed 


Mr. FISH. I have p:‘red off with the Senator 
from Alabama, [Mr. Firzy.trick,] who is indis- 
posed, upon the vote on this question. I should 
vote in the affirmative, if 1 were at liberty to do 
80. 





to 


to 





he 


wrew tf 
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~The question being taken by yeas and nays on 
Mr. Sewarp’s amendment as amended, resulted 
_ yeas 22, nays 24; as follows: 

yBAS—Messrs. Bell of New Hampshire, Bell of Ten- 

we, Collamer, Dodge, oe, Foot, Foster, Geyer, 
Hi ». Harlan, James, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, 
yy, Seward, Thompson of Kentucky, Thomson of New 
Jersey, Trumbull, Wade, Weller, Wilson, and Wright—22. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Bayard, Benjamin, Biggs, Big- 
ler, Bright, Brodhead, Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clayton, 
Cnitenden, Houston, Hunter, Mallory, Mason, Pearce, 
pratt, Reid, Sebastian, Slidell, Toombs, and Yulee—24. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SEWARD. I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Commerce to offer a further amendment, 
to strike out the clause: 

For flagging the side-walks and all the areas, terrace, 
curb-stone for three streets, building three vaults, and com- 
pleting the stone balustrade of the custom-house at Cin- 
cinnati, Ohio, $20,609 90. 5 

And in lieu of it insert: 

For completing the custom-house and post office building 
at Cincinnati, Ohio, with all necessary additions, append- 
ages, and accommodations, $35,000. 

That becomes necessary to supply an omission 
made by the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HUNTER. It is according to estimate, 
] believe. 

Mr. PUGH. I can explain in a moment. The 
House bill contains an appropriation for flagging 
the sidewalks, areas, terrace, and so forth, to an 
amount not exceeding $20,000; but the House 
committee, by some oversight, I presume, omit- 
ted some part of the estimate. M colleague in 
the House from that district [Mr. Harrison] was 
to have moved an amendment, but he happened 
to be out of the House. I have an estimate, but 
I do not know that it is necessary to read it. 

Several Senators. Oh, no! 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I desire to 
offer an amendment, which was presented in the 
House of Representatives as a bill and placed on 
the Calendar, so that it cannot be reached there. 
It has been recommended by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and is, I think, entitled to great con- 
sideration at this time. Itis for the purpose of 
erecting a building for the custom-house and post 
office at Perth Amboy, the largest collection dis- 
trict in the State of New Jersey. For that object 
lask that the sum of $20,000, with ten per cent. 
for contingencies, and as much as may be neces- 
sary to purchase a site, beappropriated. I offer 
the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. 
or commence it? 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. Let my 
amendment be read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

ind be it further enacted, That the sum of $20,000, with 
ten per cent. thereon to cover contingencies, and so much 
as may be required to purchase a suitable site, be, and the 
same are hereby, appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, for the construction in 
the city of Perth Amboy, in the State of New Jersey, for 
the accommodation of a Custom-house and post office, of a 
brick building perfectly fire- proof, with floors constructed 
of iron beams and brick arches, and an iron roof of forty- 
five by thirty-two feet, and thirty-two feet high: Provided, 
That no money hereby appropriated shall be used or applied 
for the purpose mentione: until a valid title to the land for 
the site of said building shall be vested in the United States, 
and until the State of New Jersey shall also duly relinquish 
and release to the United States the right to tax or in any 
way assess said site, or the property of the United States 
that may be thereon, during the time thatthe United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof. 


Mr. HUNTER. Does that come from a com- 
mittee ? 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. 
reported by the Committee on Commerce in the 
House of Representatives. 

Mr. HUNTER. Not here? 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. No, sir. 

Mr. CLAY. I wish tocall the attention of the 
Senate to the fact, that this appropriation of 
$22,000 is merely for the purchase of a site, and 
if we buy the site we must expect to expend 
a for building a custom-house and post 
omce, 

Mr. HUNTER. I rise to a question of order, 

as it does not come from a committee. 
_ Mr. SEWARD. Itis nota private claim. It 
is an improvement connected with the adminis- 
tration of the revenue, and any Senator has a 
right to move it. It is not a private claim, but a 
public matter. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempure. The Chair is 


Pugh, 


Is the estimate to complete 


It was 
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| under the impression that the amendment is in | Subsequently to that he became very ill, and a 


order. 


| prolonged illness 


prevented him from paying 


. Mr. MALLORY. I offer the following amend- || attention to the estimate. The estimate was sent 
ment to the amendment: || in last Saturday, I think, to the Department, and 


That the President of the United States cause to be con- | 

structed at Key West, Florida, a suitable building for the 

; accommodation of the district court of the United States | 

for the southern district of Florida, and that the sum of | 

$8,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated for this 
purpose out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise || 

appropriated. 

Mr. SEWARD. I beg to ask the honorable } 
| mover of this proposition whether, in case his |} 
amendment be adopted by the Senate, the amend- || 
| ment as amended will receive his vote? 1} 


Mr.MALLORY. That question is not perti- | 
nent to the issue here. I beg leave to say, in rela- | 
tion to my amendment, that it is in the exact || 
words of a bill which has been reported by the || 
Committee on the Judiciary, I ballowe: on two || 


| different occasions. I will vote for a court-house | 


| 


i 


| 

at Key West because we have been paying rent || 

| for a great many years at bpp per annum; and 

| the sum of $8,000 will build a court-house, and [ 

presume it will be cheaper. I will vote for this || 

| amendment. 

| Mr.SEWARD. Thén I beg leave to ask the 

| honorable Senator a question more pertinent. 

| The United States have been paying rent to me 

| for a court-house in the city where I live for the 

| last ten years. I ask, whether the Senator will 

| agree to build a court-house in that town instead 
of being lessee under a man so disloyal as I am 
said to be? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HUNTER. Is the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Florida in order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 
wishes to ask, in regard to the original amend- 
ment, whether it is estimated for by one of the 
Departments, or reported by a cmning commit- 
tee? 

Mr. THOMSON, of New Jersey. I under- 
stand it was recommended by the Secretary of 
the Treasury, and the recommendation is in the || 

| possession of the chairman of the Committee on ] 





Commerce in the House, [Mr. Wasusurne, of 
| Illinois,| who says he cannot lay his hands on it. 
| It was reported unanimously from the Committee 
| on Commerce in the House. Their bill has gone 
on the Calendar of the House, and will not be 

reached at this session. I have not the recom- 
mendation or estimate of the Secretary of the 
Treasury in my possession. 


the uniform practice to require the reading of the 
estimate of the Department. The Chair is under 
| the impression that this amendment is not in 
| order accofding to the rule. The original amend- 
ment being out of order, the proposition of the 
Senator from Florida, as an amendment to it, 


came to us only yesterday morning, with a mes- 
sage from the President. The present state of 
the fund is, that there ix only money enough to 
carry on the work for the present month. This 
estimate is founded on a correct calculation of the 

robable cost of the whole building, and is the 
east sum requisite for this year. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. I have another amendment 
from the Committee on Public Buildings, to come 
in after the one just adopted: 

For continuing the grading and planting with trees the 
unimproved portions of the Mall, $10,000. 

This estimate was sent in at the commencement 
of the session by the Secretary of the Interior. 
The appropriation was divided, and part of it put 
in the deficiency bill. The Committee on Public 
Buildings considered that, in the deficiency bill, 
it was too much to ask for the whole sum. It 
was not all requisite then, and we recommended 
one half. That was passed in the deficiency bill. 
For what reason I know not, the residue, which 
was necessary for the improvement ofthe grounds, 
and to prevent the waste of what has been pre- 
viously appropriated during the last session, has 
not been included by the House in this bill. It 
came in the regular estimates; and the Commis- 
sioner of Public Buildings and the engineer in 
charge of the grading of the grounds say, that 
what has been expended will be lost, the drainage 
being insufficient, if this appropriation be not 
made. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAYARD. I have another amendment 
from the same committee: 

For continuing the construction of the Washington aque- 
duct, $500,000, 

Mr. HUNTER. lamas mucha friend of that 
work as anybody; but we have tried the House 
sufficiently on it. We know what we have be- 
fore us, and the little time we have for carrying 


} the bill through. There is no sort of chance of 


| succeeding with this item. We tried it on the 
deficiency bill, and had to give it up in the com- 
| mittee af iad tf there were any chances 
I would vote for it with pleasure; but there is no 
chance, and it will only embarrass the bill, which 
is very heavy already. 

Mr. BAYARD. I will state the reason for the 
|}amendment very briefly. There is no harm in 
presenting such an amendment to the House; 
and if they object to it it can be withdrawn. The 
| Congress of the United States authorized a former 
President, Mr. Fillmore, to select between two 





cannot be entertained. 


Mr. ADAMS. I wish to offer the following 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been 
amendment as a new section: 





mencement of the present fiscal year, the annual compen- 
| sation of the clerks of the first class in the Executive De- 
| partments of the Government shall be the same as that 
| allowed to the second class, to be paid out of any money in 
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Mr. HUNTER. Thisis a proposition to raise 
| the salary of the first-class clerks from $1,200 to 
$1,400 a year. Wecannot go into the subject of 
| their classification on this bill at this time of the 

session. 1 hope the Senate will postpone it until 
sion. I only want a vote of the Senate. I am 
perfectly convinced that there is no difference in 
fact in the value of the services or the amount of 
labor between these two classes, and I want to 
put them on an equality. 

The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BAYARD. Iam instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings to move an amend- 
ment, to insert after the appropriation for the 
Treasury extension: 

For continuing the Capitol extension, $750,000. 

There is no appropriation in any of the bills 
this year for continuing the Capitol extension. 
The reason of that omission grows out of the 
fact that, at the time when the regular estimates 

| were sent in, there was a large fund on hand, and 
the engineer in charge of the building could not 








| be a proper appropriation for the next fiseal year. 


And he it further enacted, That from and after the com- 


the next session. . , 
‘ . ; on the Government; but it will fall on men 
Mr. ADAMS. I do not wish to raise a discus- not on the G . , 


say, in his own judgment, what he thought would \ It is not on account of the people of 


plans for supplying the city of Washington with 
| water. He had both plans before him. He ap- 
| proved that which proposed to bring the water 

i> an aqueduct from the Great Falls of the Po- 
| tomac. After this was done, the Congress of 
| the United States had a bill before them, and after 

full discussion appropriated $250,000 for the pur- 
| pose of going on with the work. We commenced 
| it, and have gone into it under these circum- 
| stances. Nearly all the land has been bought, 
| and contracts have been made with contractors. 
It is true that, in most cases, these contracts are 
contingent on the appropriation being made, and, 
therefore, the loss will fall on the contractors, and 





who have made their preparations under the sup- 
position that Congress would not be so mutable 
in its character as to abandon a public work after 
having determined on it a few sessions ago, and 
after having expended $250,000 on it. 

As to the charges of extravagance connected with 
this work, there is nothing in them at all. The 
question of the proper plan and the difference in 

| cost of a work of this sort, and any other mode 
in which it could be done, was determined delib- 
erately by Congress, having ali the information 
| before them when they made the appropriation 
of $250,000. Since that time the work has been 
|| done within the estimates then given. It is not 
| going to cost more. I cannot perceive any reason 
| why we should now abandon it. 
|| Now, sir,why should we not supply the city of 
| Washington with water to the extent proposed ? 
ashing- 
ton. We own more than one half in value of the 
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whole property in the city of Washington. “The I 


public buildings amount to more than one half |! 
the value of property here. They are all exempted || 
from taxation. You cannot expect, under these | 
circumstances, that the city shall constructa work | 
of this kind. It is not in. contemplation io dis- | 
tribute this water to the inhabitants of Washing- || 
ton. Thatis to be done by the people through || 
their own taxation. All that is contemplated 1s || 
to bring it into the capital, and supply the public | 
buildings, which it is necessary should be sup- | 
plied with water, All other distribution of water | 
is to be done at the expense of the citizens of | 
Washington. I think it not unreasonable, in | 
view of the fact that the people of Washington | 
are deprived of the power of taxation over more | 
than one half the property within the city, that 

we should take the initiative in this measure. | 
Water is necessary not only for the gentlemen 

around me, and future members of Congress, but | 
for all the employés of the Government within 

the city, and tor the protection of the public prop- | 
erty. I think the work is absolutely requisite in 

some shape. It is incumbent on the Government | 
to make it. Congress have determined ona par- | 
ticular plan; they have made appropriations for | 
it; the estimates have not been exceeded; and | 
why should Congress, with a mutability which || 
I think reflects no credit on them, undo all they || 
have done, and throw it to the winds? I think 
the appropriation should be made by the Senate; | 
and if the House reject it, of course [ do not say || 
it is a matter to be insisted upon to the hazard of || 
the bill. 

Mr. PRATT. There is a question of good || 
faith involved in this proposition which I wish | 
simply to present, for the consideration of the || 
Senate. The President of the United States was || 
invited to ask the acquiescence of Maryland in |; 
the appropriation of a portion of her territory to || 
the construction of this work. The Legislature of || 
Maryland passed a law, by which she authorized || 
the conderanation of the land of citizens of Mary- | 
land, for the purpose of constructing this work. || 
Now, so far as you have gone, there are immense || 
pits dug for pattingdown eens are left || 
open, the intention being to fill them up after the || 
pipes were laid. Here 1s a man’s estate through || 
which you have dug animmense ditch, over which |! 
he cannot go. ° || 

There is a question of good faith towards one || 
of the States ef the Union, involved in this ap- || 
a. I think no member of the Senate 
will say that, after you have asked the State of || 
Maryland to acquiesce in having her territory 
appropriated for this purpose, you should leave 
her citizens without a remedy in the ition in 
which you would leave them, by celal 
an appropriation as this. I think every consid- 
eration should induce us all to vote for this 
amendment, and I ask for the yeas and nays on 
it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. CLAYTON. The objection made by my 
friend from Virginia to thisappropriation is, that || 
the House will not agree to it. That may be, but | 
{ do not see that it furnishes a reason why, if the 
Senate is in favor of the appropriation,it should | 
not pass it. On the contrary, | think it is due to | 
ourselves, if we really believe this great work 
should progress, to express our opinion as firmly 
and decidedly as the House. I would not lose 
the appropriation bill for it; but I would express 
the opinion of the Senate. If the Senate really | 
entertain the opinion that the work should pro- || 
grens, let the aun understand it so. If not, 

ereafter it may be contended by them that we | 
have abandoned it, and given it up. I would 
make the claim of right; and if we lose it after 
having done our duty, we can renew the appli- 
cation hereafter, with perheps better success. 

Mr. HUNTER. My opinion is, that the || 
oftener we get the project beaten, the worse chance || 
it has. I think it will be certainly beaten if we 
put it-here. We may have some chance by de- || 
ferring it. 

The yeas and nays were taken. 

At fiest Mr. Howrer declined to vote; but be- || 
fore the result was announced, he said: | suppose i] 
I ought to vote. I am for the work and Till I 
vote ‘tay.”’ i] 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays 6, | 
as follows: i 
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YEAS —Mesers. Allen, Bayard, Bell of New Hampshire, |, 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


| Wilson—6. 


| derstand, is not exactly to 


| taste can go, looking at it on paper and in the \ has designed this dome, that he shall be restricted 


| appropriation at this session. 


|| propriation. 


| neous tastes, as it always must be) to fix some | 
| other structure in lieu of the design made b 


‘ own views. 


| which he is familiar, is much 


Bell of Tennessee, Benjamin, Bigler, Bright, Brodhead, 
Brown, Butler, Cass, Clay, Clayton, Collamer, Crittenden, 
Douglas, Durkee, Fish, Foot, Foster, Geyer, Hale, Harlan, 
Houston, Hunter, Jones of Iowa, Jones of Tennessee, | 
Mallory, Mason, Pearce, Pratt, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, | 
Toombs, Trumbull, Weller, Wright, and Yulee—39. | 
NAYS—Messrs Adams, Biggs, Pugh, Reid, Wade, and 


So the amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. BAYARD. I have one more amendment | 
from the Committee on Public Buildings. It is: | 

For continuing the construction of the new dome | 
$100,000. 

This is founded upon an estimate sent in from | 
the Department. he old dome is down, and | 
one must be constructed in some way. The dome 
which has been designed by the architect, I un- | 
e taste of the Secre- 
tary of War; but it meets the united approbation | 
of the architect and constructor. It has been 
the study of years. They have made some slight 
alterations in the proportions, not departing from | 
the original design. As far as an uninstructed 





model, I think it will strike every one as admi- 
rably appropriate to the Capitol when finished, 
and as beautifuily proportioned. We must have | 
some dome. The architect designed this one; | 
and Congress chose at a former session to adopt 
it. There has been no material alteration in it. 
It will take many years to complete it. It is to | 
be made of cast iron. This appropriation will go 
to the extent of making some of the castings. I 
can see no reason why we should not make an 
It is not an ex- 
travagant amount. I have heard complaints made 
that this dome was to cost a million of dollars. 
Be itso. We cannot canstruct a highly orna- 
mental dome except at a large cost of money. 
Congress themselves originated this measure. It 
did not spring from the Department. It sprang 
from a member of Congress, and was ratified by 
both Houses at the last session. The old dome 
is down. You cannot let the building stand as 
it is; you must have some other dome. Do you 
expect to have a better one than the architect has 
designed, after a study sees the constructor 
fully agreeing with him? I admit that the Secre- 
tary of War differs from them, and thinks a some- 
what different kind of dome might be erected; but 
I do not believe the Secretary of War’s judgment 
in amatter of that kind, though he is a gentleman 
of great taste, ought to be taken against the united 
opinion of the constructor and architect. As far as 
my own judgment can go, it accords with theirs. 
I judge, of course, from the model and design. I 
can see no objection whatever to making this ap- 





to do the work in some other mode, or that Con- | 
gress will undertake (an assembly of heteroge- 


the 
erson to whom you intrust matters of that kind, 
see no reason why the present appropriation | 
should not be made. 

Mr. HUNTER. Iam not willing to commit 
this Government to the erection of a dome which 
is to cost a million and a quarter of dollars,.until 
we have had some examination of the subject. I 
think it ought to be postponed until the next ses- | 
sion. I understand that was the action of the 
Committee of Ways and Means of the House. 
They determined to refuse the appropriation until 
there could be a further examination. The cost 
was what struck and astonished them. I con- 
fess it does seem to me to be too large. I donot 
say that 1 should not vote for that amount if it | 





| be found to be necessary; but I am not convinced 


that so large a sum is necessary. I think we had 
better postpone it until the next session, which 


| is only three or four months off. 


Mr. BAYARD. That of course must depend | 
on the sense of the Senate; I can only give my 
I see no reason for postponing it. | 
It has been suggested, that the new dome cannot | 


| be sustained by the walls. Thatis an idle report. | 
|| The engineer in ch 


e shows that, in proportion 
to the weight of the dome and the power of the 
walls to sustain that weight, the new dome of 
the Capitol will be better,sustained than similar 
structures in Europe. The pressure of most of 
the domes in the large buildings in Europe, with 
reater than this. 
The weight of this dome will be about fifteen 


As I said before, unless gentlemen || 
determine that they willemploy some other artist || 


L GLOBE. 


milion pounds, and the pressure ten thousand 
pounds to the square foot. He gives many ; 
stances in which the pressure to the square ¢, 4 
in the walls is even thirty thousand pounds with 
stone more easily crushed than the sand stone of 
which the Capitol is built. That point is settled 
by the report of the constructor. The only ques 
tion is, what will the dome cost? No estimate 
was sent in when Congress chose to adopt jt 
You are bound to construct it. The dome is to 
be constructed of cast irun, and in that mode it 
will be made more cheaply and beautifully thay 
the domes of similar buildings abroad. The 
material is lighter and cheaper. 
I can see no reason for delay. Why? To haye 
an estimate of the whole extent of the cost. Wi) 
ou let the Capitol stand in this way, without 
ome, or will you put en a dome as disfiguring 
as the old one was? If you do not mean to dp 
either, do you mean toconsult a paltry economy 
and say, after the artist employed, who js , 
man unquestionably of a high order of genius, 





in carrying out the plan? I think any man wh» 
| will take the trouble to look at the model and 

drawings, so far as you can judge before erectioy 
from an exhibition of that kind, will say the dome 
is admirably proportioned to the Capitol, and 
will make this one of the most superbly ordered 
buildings in the world. I am not disposed to 
count the mere question of cost, whether the 
expense shall be a few thousands or hundred of 
thousands of dollars more or less, when we are 
erecting public edifices of this kind, belonging to 
the whole people of the United States. 

Sir, the architecture of a nation is the evidence 
of its civilization. We are not to suppose that 
splendor of architecture is incompatible with re- 
publican institutions. That would be to suppose 
that a Republic was unfit for a high state of ciy. 
ilization. I do not hold to that doctrine. | 
believe we may ‘be thoroughly republican and 
self-governed, and yet, that our public architect 
ure may be of a very high order, particularly the 
Capitol of the Union, where the majesty of the 
people is represented. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Four o’cleck 
having arrived, the Senate will, in pursuance of 
the order made this morning, take a recess until 
six o’clock. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at six o’clock. 
CLERK TO THE COMMITTEE ON CLAIMS. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. As there is but a thin 


Senate, l ask leave to offer a resolution, which has 
the sanction of the Committee on Contingent 
Expenses: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate continue to 
pay to the elerk of the Committee on Claims the same 
rate of compensation annually, hereafter, that he has here 
totore received. 

Mr. TOOMBS and ‘Mr. HALE objected. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I will explain. There 
are but two committee clerks continued during 
the year—the clerks to the Committee on Finance, 
and to the Committee on Claims. We have now 


SN 





‘|| referred to the Committee on Claims all cases 


coming from the Court of Claims. 

Mr. TOOMBS. liam content. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Ihave submitted it to the 
chairman of the Committee on Contingent Ex- 
penses, [Mr. re and he says it is right. — 

Mr. HALE. If there is anything peculiar in 
this case, | do not object; but if it is to be a gen- 
eral system, I must insist on the objection. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Judge Evans entertained 
some doubt under the resolution by which he has 
been paid for the last seven years; and so it 18 
necessary to pass this resolution. per 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw the objection in this 
case. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 
The bill (H. R. No. 301) authorizing the es- 
| tablishment of a Navy depot on Blythe Island, 
at Brunswick, on the coast of Georgia, and for 
other purposes, was, on motion by Mr. Toomss, 
| read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 


DES MOINES RAPIDS VETO. 
Mr. BROWN. Mr. President, yesterday 4 
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sand yote was taken on ~ oe _— * } Mr. PUGH. The bill is on its third reading. || leading to the State. Now, it seems the Govern- 
> in. provement bill, returne 1% t : vom we Bob- || ask consent of the Senate to introduce an amend- || ment, in making treaties with the Indians, or in 
foot Uotions, and the bill was lost. Several Senators | ment. The Senator from Alabama has agreed to | extinguishing the Indian titles, allowed them to 
With ‘were absent at the raoment = _ no opportt - it. The amendment is, to strike out the words, || make reservations. The Government never sold 
ne of nity to record a _T votec a *e: ‘ -_ half the pa monthly to which her late | those lands. In order to make treaties, at the 
ttled pili originally. 1 voted against it yesterday. husband was entitled at the time of his death,’’ || urgent request of Alabama and Mississippi, to re- 
a mean to vote against It if it shall be reconsidered ; |; and insert, ‘* thirty dollarsamonth.”’ I find that | move the Indians west of the Mississippi river, 
Nate but I think it 1s just to Senators who were acci- 1s according to precedent. 1 the Government agreed toallow the Indians reser- 
th dentally absent from their seats, on a question of The amendment was agreed to. The bill was || vations. They come in now and ask for five per 
8 to this sort, that they should have an opportunity || ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read || cent. on all the lands the Government suena in 
le it of recording their votes. I have been appealed || the third time, and passed. || this wey, as though they weresold. Is not that 
ae to to move a reconsideration, that they may have CIVIL APPROPRIATION BILL. } the object ? 
The an opportunity to do so. I have weighed the The S CO ile ip , || Mr. BROWN. 1 will explain when the Sen- 
matter well in my own mind, and think it is || a oe ret _ zommittee of the Whole, |! ator gets though. 
sie jroper they should have that opportunity, and D1) m . ne Sees eration of the bill (H.R. No. || Mr.’TOOMBS. -1 wish to know now. 
Wi with a view of giving 1t to them I move a recon- — om ne ee ee potas wonse Mr. BROWN. When the State of Mississippi 
nts sideration. ; F 30th ey = “1837, aah ad year one ing || came into the Union, it was undera compact with 
ring The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Wetter | oer . 1 M Be Phat Sjeinsin i ing question |) the Federal Government that she was to have five 
do in the chair.) That motion can only be enter- | — on ti a — ° = oe making an || per cent. on the net proceeds of the sales of the 
my, tained by unanimous consent. — ; || *F ie BROWN. mie pee Sat of the apitol, || public lands within her limits. 
is a Mr. BROWN. It is a privileged motion. I |). } a a dasha) weer, enator from Delaware | Mr. ‘TOOMBS. The same thing is true of 
ius, can make the motion at any time; but it eannot th rao , ROUDCSS wishes to be present when || every land State of the Union. 
sted come up atany time. the eee of that subject will come up. If || Mr. RROWN. She gave up her right to tax 
who The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tie motion oe the eae of the Senate, I moye || the land for five years after it was sold. The 
and will be entered. . 4 alte ae bef we ag informally, || five per cent. was a consideration to the State for 
tion REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. ee oe 1e consideration of others which || not exercising the right of taxation. Now, if the 
7 Mr. REID, from the Committee on Revolu- || ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER. That course || Federal Government tine thought proper to give 
aad tionary Claims, to whom was referred the me- |! will be pursued, if there be no objection. The || away nvety-aetewh panne tae Bed liasiesippi ” 
red re . ores Spe : ae ’ J 1¢ || the Indians and others, would the Senator from 
morial of the heirs of Isaac Shelby, submitted a || Chair hears none. tl Cleosak 3 he S had | i 
to report, accompanied by a bill (S. No. 458) pro- | Mr. BROWN. I offer the following: \| Sic? he os nen 7 " h oe i aan wr 
J viding payment for the revolutionary services || gnd be it further enacted, ‘That the Commissioner of the a =~ one oor ‘ _— er right of echatadia we 
of of Colonel Isaac Shelby; which was read, and || General Land Office be, and he is hereby, required to state eee a ane “nate War ee oe pemetere roe 
™ passed to a second readiag. The report was or- || 8" account between the United States and the State of || sold, and then she a = have five percent. of 
5 tO dered to be printed. Mississippi, for the purpose of ascertaining what sum or || the net proceeds. The Federal Government steps 
| sums of money are due to said State, heretofore unsettled, || in and makes a different disposition of the do- 
i BILL INTRODUCED. onaccount of he pub tands in said Staeand upon the || main, by which, on w technvea! point, that the 
hat Mr. PUGH asked, and by unanimous consent | in the * Act to settle certain atcounts between the United || lands were not absolutely sold but given away, 
Te- obtained, leave to bring in a bill (S. No. 459) to 1) a and the State of Alabama,” approved the 2d March, || the State is to be deprived of her five per cent. If 
ox PM shorize writs of error in all cases prosecuted || W%:,tnd tat he be renuied fo nciule imei! account | she executes her part of the eantract by not tax: 
“lV by indictment; which was read the first and || Chickasaw and Choctaw Indians within the limits of Mis- | ing the lands, and the Federal Government fails 
| | second times by its title, and referred to the Com- || sissippi, and allow and pay to the said State five per centum || to execute her contract by not selling them, 18 
Ang mittee on the Judiciary. thereon, as in case of other sales, estimating the lands at || she not bound to indemnify the State? | insist 
Ct | the value of $1 25 per acre. 7 || that good faith requires that the Federal Govern- 
the MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. seem spend oO Aa Cee consien, een nee Rees. || ment, having received from the State all the ade 
the A message from the House of Representatives, || States and each of the other States upon the same prin || vantages to which the compact entitled her, is 
by Mr. Barcray, Assistant Clerk, announced || ciples, and shall allow and pay to each State such amount | bound to execute it on her part in good faith. -If 
ack that the House had passed the following bills of || ® Shall thus be found due, estimating all lands and perma- |/ she can take one million acres of land, or half u 
of the Senate without amendment: nent reservations at $1 25,per.ecre. million, she ean take the whole, and give it all 
ntil S. No. 111. An act providing for a necessary That subject was closely examined by the Com- || away on the same principle. 
increase and better organization of the medical || mittee on Public Lands at this session. The || Mr. TOOMBS. | am‘not at all mistaken in 
and hospital department of the Army. | Senate passed the bill unanimously. It went to || thisscheme. Some of the land States have a grand 
S. No. 381. An act to amend the acts regu- || the House of Representatives, where it was re- || projet. They first vote bounty lands to soldiers; 
lating the fees, costs; and other judicial expenses || ferred to the Judiciary Committee—I believe as || then they ask us to pay them a percentage on 
of the Government in the States, Territories, and || enlightened a committee as any in the House. || those lands, the same as if we sold them. ‘The 
8. District of Columbia, and for other purposes. || They gave it, as thay assure me, very close and | compact with Mississippi and Alabama is iden- 
hin Also, that they had passed the bill of the Sen- || critical examination, and have been prepared for || tically the same compact made with Ohio in 1804, 
ce ate (No. 398) to regulate the compensation of || months to report it unanimously; but, under the || and made with every new State from 1804 to 1850, 
ent members of Congress, with amendments. rules of the House, they have had no opportunity || down to the last State that came in. The United 
r Also, that the House insisted on their disagree- || to report it, and probably will have none during || States gave away large bodies of lands for Indian 
zt ment to the amendments of the Senate to the bill || the session. It is a matter of interest to my || reservations and for military bounty lands. The 
in (H.R. No. 71) making appropriations for the | State, and the other land States. This is the || eotemporaneous exposition has followed the lan- 
ere current and contingent expenses of the Indian |; reason why I move it as an amendment to this || guage of the act. When the Government sold 
Department, and for fulfilling treaty stipulations | bill. her public land, she gave five per centum on the 
with the various Indian tribes for the year ending Mr. TOOMBS. ‘There is no measure which || een to the new States. If she choose to give 
ere the 30th of June, 1857, insisted on by the Senate; | has been presented to this Congress that is so || lands away for school or other purposes they 
ing agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on || perfectly unjustifiable in principle, and so large || were not sales. The Govefnment never agreed 
ce, the disagreeing votes of the two.Houses, and } and outrageous in its results, asthis. It has been || to give the States more than so mueh. In every 
ow appointed Mr. James H. Campsext, of Pennsyl- || aap by the Senate, I believe, in another shape. || case they have had more. Five hundred thousand 
ses vania, Mr. James L. Orr, of South Carolina, and | he object is, if | am not mistaken in the pro- || acres have been given to each new State, since 
Mr. Bensamin Pringze, of New York, the com- vision, that whenever the Government has given || the grant to Ohio in 1804, for internal improve- 
mittee on their part. } away lands, or reserved Indian lands, they must || ments. 
the Also, that the House insisted on their amend- | pay a percentage to the States, as if they were | Now, the proposition of the bill of the Senator 
x. ments to the bill (H. R. No. 202) making appro- || sold. Alabama gotit. ‘That was an exceptional | from Michigan is, that the new States shall have 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judi- case, and I believe that was the reason why the || a percentage on the value of all the lands donated 
in cial expenses of the Government for the year || Senator from Michigan (Mr. Srvart] had a || by the Government for revolutionary soldiers, and 
en ending the 30th of June, 1857, and for other pur- |! Scheme on hand to pay all the land States. Mexican soldiers, and all other soldiers. My 
poses; and on their amendments to the amend- Mr. STUART. The Senator refers toa bill || country did me thé tardy justice of paying me 
ed ments of the Senate, disagreed to by the Senate; Lin regard to which we had’ some conversation. || one hundred and sixty acres of land, which | 
as agreed to the conference asked by the Senate on ||"This 1s a different measure. never got. Now it is proposed to charge the 
is the disagreeing votes of the two Houses, andap- || Mr. TOOMBS. I understand it is to give five || United States five per centum on the value of all 
ointed Mr. Wise kis Coss, of Georgia: Mr. r | per centum on lands which were never sold. | such lands, computed at $1 25 an acre. I say it 
his . Gores, of Ohio, and Mr. J. C. Kunxen, of |} Mr.STUART. Lands which the Government || is wrong in principle; it is atrocious; but, even 
ennsylvania, the committee on their part. | appropriated to its own use for Indian reserva- || if it were right, ao not to be put on an ap- 
| tions. \| propriation bill. et it be brought up fairly on 
WIDOW OF GENERAL’ HAMER. | ‘Mr. TOOMBS. This is on the eee I} is oan merits, and discussed. Fieve een ready 
.. wane PUGH. lIask the Senate to take upa |) Alabama got this percentage for lands in the |} to diseuss it for three months, but it has not been 
j ull which was lost by an adjournment last week, |! Creek reservation without one particle of right or | brought forward. 
, pete oe having been made by my friend | justice. That bad precedent peseres probably as || “Mr. BROWN. If the Senator had listened to 
a * . Alabama, {Mr. Cuay.] I have conferred |' this is*about to pass, with half a dozen of us || what I said, he would have heard that the prop- 
; with the Senator, and he has authorized me to | - present. | osition was reported by the Committee on Public 
m gr has no objection to it. The agreement between the General Govern- || Lands asa separate bill, and passed by the Senate 
he Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. |} ment and the new States was, that they should | three months ago. 
No. 423) for the relief of Katherine M. Hamer, |! have five per cent. on the proceeds of the lands || Mr. TOOMBS. The Alabama bill was passed, 
a widow of the late General Thomas L. Hamer. || which the Government.sold, for roads in and |} but not the rest, I think. 
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Mr. BROWN. This identical provision, word 
for word, was passed ina separate bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Then why propose to attach 
it to this appropriation bill? 

Mr. BROWN. Because it has not passed the 
House. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I think I went home for three 
weeks in March, and except during that time, | 
have not been absent for seven hours during this 
session. If the bill passed at all it must have 


| 
| 


been when I was away, or early inthe morning, || 
before I came out of my committee 100m. I was | 


watching the bill. 


It was an old customer. [ } 


knew it was sought to make the Alabama bill a | 
precedent, but that passed swhb silentio. It is based | 


on a wrong ae The idea that the Govern- 
ment of the United States shall pay five per cent. 


|| of the Senate sustaining him, vetoed a bill on the 


on the proceeds of the lands which they have | 
iven away to the States for their own purposes, || 
for bounty lands, for education, for deafand dumb, || 


and colleges, the same as though these lands were 
sold by the United States, is wrong in principle; 
and the new States who have received the boun- 
ties of the Government ought to be ashamed to 
ask it. It is not fair or just for them to go to the 
common Treasury for it. 

Mr. BROWN. I hope this amendment is not 


| we had not power to give the land away. That | 


| on the Constitution of the United States, and the | 


to be prejudiced by the Senator’s talking about | 


what 1s to be done. 
as he is talking of. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iam coming to the principle. 
The Senator announced that, under the compact 
admitting the new States, beginning as early as 
1804, they were entitled to five per cent. of the 
proceeds of the public lands. I am going on the 
principle of his own argument. He can put it in 
no where else. He has put it exactly where I 
argued it. The just and true construction of the 


lam asking no such thing 


| inthe limits of a State, after the admission of that | 
|| State into this Union. 


| to remove Indians, and extinguish Indian titles. | 


Senate. I have done that myself, from the time 
[ have taken a seat on this floor until to-day; and | 
[ resolved, a minute ago, that I would never do it | 
again. There is as much time for me to nt 
sent facts as for anybody else, and I am resolved 
to do it. 

Now, sir, I will undertake to show that the 
argument on which the Senator from Georgia is | 
so confident, is not well founded in one single 
instance. I will undertake to show that the new 
States, the land States, have resisted the bounty | 
land scheme from the beginning. It has been 
forced upon us by the old States. It has been 
forced upon us on the argument that it was not a 
gift. I can show that the President, a majority 





ground that Congress had not power to give 
away lands. Those who have forced on us the 
bounty land system have sought to make a dis- 
tinction. They have said that was paying out- 
standing liabilities, and they have contended that 


has been the foundation, of the whole argument | 
by which the bounty land system has been | 
maintained. 

Now, sir, let it be an open question, standing 


construction of it by the Supreme Court; and I | 


say the United States cannot hold an acre of land | 


The old States came into 
the Union holding the land within their borders. 
Georgia has been paid a large amount of money | 





I have not the figures to-day; but it was a very 


'large amount that the United States paid to 


Georgia to extinguish Indian titles within that 


| State. 


contract of 1804, which has been extended to all || 
the new States as they came into the Union, is, || 
as the Senator from Mississippi says, that Gov- || 
ernment shall not only pay the percentage on the | 


lands sold, but on all w 


1ich the Government has || 


given away, computed at the same rate as if they | 


were sold. We made treaties with the Indians 
in Alabama and Mississippi at the earnest request 
and fiercest menaces of those States. They 


Mr. TOOMBS. Will you name the consider- 
ation we have given for it? 

Mr. STUART. Isay they have paidit. They 
admit a State into the Union, and say, under the 
Constitution itis on an equal footing with the 
original States; and then say, ‘*We will make a 


| bargain with you;. we have admitted you on an 
|| equal footing with the original States; you owe 


ressed the United States to remove the Indians. | 


Phe Government, hard pressed, and desiring to do 
all the justice it could to the new States, would 
not treat for an absolute cession of the Indian 
lands, but made reservations for the benefit of the 
Indians. Speculators and agents, and all the 


= ole who wanted to make money out of the || 


ndians by a short cut, insisted on reserving lands 
for the Indians. 
pay Alabama and omens, five per cent. on the 
very lands which we gave the Indians at the earn- 
est request of those States. I say that it is not 

just. . 
I only desire the Senate of the United States to 


know exactly what — are doing. According | 
1 


to this construction of the compact, we are liable 
to pay for every acre of land that was reserved, 
every acre that was given for military purposes 


Now, they tell us that we must | 


us a debt of gratitude for taking you into the 
Union; now we want to make a bargain with you; 


| we want you to agree never to tax the land which 
we claim within your borders; but as a compen- 
| sation for that, we will give you five percent. on 


I 
| 
| 
\| 
| 
1 
| 
1 


the net proceeds of the lands.’’ 


Mr. STUART. It is in the contract with the 
State of Michigan. . 

Mr. TOOMBS. 

Mr. STUART. I will not dispute about the 
matter. I will turn to the books and show it. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The Senator says, ‘‘never to 
tax the land.’’ I say there is no such agreement. 


Never. 


| There is a limitation. 


in the Revolution, every acre that was given for | 
military services in the war of 1812 and in the | 


Mexican war. The adoption of the amendment 
of the Senator from Mississippi, on the principle 
upon which it proceeds, involves this Govern- 
ment to an amount not less than $20,000,000. 
1 would not care if the amount were $200,000,000, 
if the demand was a just one; but it is an unjust 
demand. In the first place, the new States got 
all the lands they could, and made the Govern- 


lands which it sold; then they come here and 
say, you shall treat, asif they were sold, the lands 
which you have chosen to give away to the heroes 
of the Revolution and other wars. They asked 


| the lands of the United States. 


Mr. STUART. There was never any limita- 


nited States they shall not be 


Mr. TOOMBS. That is not the agreement. 


| tion. The ene is, that as long as the lands 


belong to the 
taxed. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Ah, that is it. 

Mr. STUART. I said they were not to tax 
When the United 


| States sell them, they are no longer their lands. 


| ceeds.’’ 


This is the contract. The United States said, 
‘*we will give you five per cent. of the net pro- 

By and by they say they have con- 
cluded to give away the lands. We ask, where 
is our side of the bargain—the five percent. We 


| are told, ‘toh! that ont sence after the United 
ment pay five per cent. on the proceeds of those | 


| it mean that? 


States get the money.’’ Now, Mr. President, does 


I have shown, in the first place, 


| that the Senate has sustained the President in 


| the public lan 


you to give away the common property which || 


was won by the common blood and the common 
treasure: they ask you to charge the Treasur 


with five per cent. on the thousands and hundreds | 


of thousands of bounty land warrants which you | 


have scattered over the country. I say it is 


moment, ° 


Mr. STUART. It has not unfrequently hap- | 
pened in the Senate, that propositions have come | 


up and been discussed for a few moments, and 
positions taken and facts assumed without the 


| States. 


1 


| 


| away the public lands. 


deciding that _ have no 

s. He vetoed a bill, placing it on 
that ground alone, (and the Senate sustained him, ) 
that Congress does not possess the power to give 
That same President has 
approved all these bounty land bills, and the 
Senate passed them. Then the bounty land which 


, | has been given by the Congress of the United 
unjust, and it ought not to be sanctioned for a || 


States, has been for a consideration to the United 


Mr. BUTLER. Will the gentleman allow me 


/ to ask him in what case the President decided 


that we could not give the lands away? 


Mr. STUART. I said the President vetoed a 


slightest foundation, which have been permitted | bill granting land to the new States, for the ben- 
to pass off for fear of consuming the time of the '! efit of the indigent insane, and put it on the ground 


- 
~~ 


|| States should appl 


that Congress had not power to give 
| lands, od; it was argued at onthe sway the 
Mr. BUTLER, It ought to be added in 4; 
ness, that one —_ of his proposition was rw 
| you had no right to give them away, and es. ~y 
ally no right to mn ling purpose to whieh the 
Mr. STUART. I know what the argumer 
was; but one ground of the veto Message oo 
that Congress had not the power. The other Was, 
that, if they had the power, that was a very bad 
object to devote the lands to. That, however ; 
not this question. Here Congress has made “tg 
ties with Indian tribes, and hasgiven those Indians 
permanent possession of lands. Was it not fp, 
aconsideration? Did not Congress make its oy, 
bargain? Where is the difference, I should |i. 
to know, between giving the Indians a permaney, 
reservation for an equivalent, and selling they 
that land for $1 25 an acre? Whether Congres, 
| makes a reserve for the Indians of a million o 
acres, and does it in consideration of certain cop. 
tracts it makes with the Indians, or sells it to the 
Indians and receives $1 25 an acre, what is the 
difference? Noneatall. The United States hay, 
a right to make their own disposition of their ow, 
lands, in their own time, and in their own way. 
Nobody denies that. But, sir, is it fair—ip tj, 
language of the Senator, is it honest, to—make , 
bargain which, on the face of it, is to give the 
| new States five per cent. on all the lands within 
their borders, when Congress shall dispose of 
them, (because that is the meaning,) and then, 
after holding out that as a consideration, to give 
away all the lands within the States? 

This amendment covers a very small sum of 
money in all the States of the Union. I have seep 
the figures; I do not think it amounts to half, 
million of dollars in al! the land States; my opin- 
ion is it does not amount to $300,000. But iris 
assumed that, having made this contract, the Uni- 
ted States have a right to reserve permanently, 
for Indians, just as much land as it chooses within 
the borders of the State without paying the five 

er cent. on those lands. The Senate says the 
nited States have been importuned to make 
these reservations. Importuned by whom? Tie 
United States make their own treaties with the 
Indian tribes, when and where and how they 
choose, withithout anybody’s importunities, and, 
so far as I know, against everybody’s importuii- 
ties. They assume the full control over that sub- 
ject. They make their own contracts to suit 
themselves. I think it is bad enough to have an 
Indian tribe within your border any way. I would 
give five per cent., I will guaranty that Mich- 
igan would give five per cent., on all lands which 
the Indians own in that State, to have them 
taken away. I guaranty that Mississippi will do 
the same shine. They are the worst population 
— can have, inevery point of view. The United 
tates assume the power, because they own the 
lands, to put them there, and keep them there. | 
do not know any thing about the importunites 
of which the Senator from Georgia speaks. | 
never heard of them. I cannot speak for other 
States than my own. The amount which Michi- 
gan will get under this provision will not exceed 
$100,000. Itis a small matter in comparison, but 
the principle is as important as if it were a million. 
r. BIGGS. Will the Senator from Michigan 
indulge me in a question? The compact with the 
new States, that they should have five per cent. 00 
the proceeds of the lands in those States, had 
reference to a state of affairs existing at that time. 
Now, how will the Senator answer this question 
in regard to it? Suppose lands which, at the time 
the compact was made, were selling at $1 25 a0 
acre, are now, by the graduation act, reduced (o 
twelve and a half cents: would not the same prin- 
ciple apply to give all the new States five per cen. 
on the lands at $1 25, although they may be sub- 
— to sale under the graduation act at a much 
ower price? : C 

Mr. STUART. Not at all. I admit the United 
States have the right, as any land proprietor has, 
to make such terms in the sale of lands as they 
think judicious; but I deny the right to withhold 
the lands from sale entirely, and refuse to givé 
compensation to the State under the compact. 
They may put them at three dollars an acre; som¢ 
they have put at §2 50, and others at twelve an 
ahalf cents. That is right. The Senator will 
see that the State is as much interested as the 
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